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PREFACE. 



The letters which lately appeared in the Freeman^ s Journal from 
various countries, upon the subject of the Treatment of Political 
Prisoners in Ireland, attracted considerable attention. It seemed to 
me a pity that a protest, so representative in its character, should 
remain buried in the files of a newspaper. I, therefore, resolved 
to reprint the whole correspondence in pamphlet form. But it was 
suggested to me — and the suggestion seemed to me to be a wise 
ODe — that the full importance of the extraordinary communications, 
with which I was honoured, would not be appreciated unless there 
was placed side by side with those communications, a plain state- 
ment of the facts, connected with the system, that had met with 
such universal condemnation. Mr. Balfour's defence of that sys- 
tem in Parliament and elsewhere has been extremely weak. But 
the absolute futility of his defence of the position he has assumed 
in regard to political prisoners in Ireland since the Coercion Bill 
became law, becomes fully apparent only when that position is 
considered in the light afforded to us by English law and pre- 
cedent, no less than by the custom of foreign nations. The 
pamphlet, therefore, is divided into four parts. I have myself 
dealt with the historical and constitutional aspect of the matter- 
The chapter headed '* TJie Question Constitutionally Considered " 
is practically nothing more than a mere compilation of materials 
first published in a remarkable series of articles from the facile pen 
of Dr. Sigerson, which ran through the columns of the Freemavit 
Journal during the earlier months of this year. Nearly all my 
quotations and references, and certainly a very large proportion of 
the arguments used in Part I., are borrowed, if I may so speak, from 
Dr. Sigerson, who,' as is well known, was a member of the late 
Royal Commission on Prisons. Dr. Sigerson, I believe, proposes 
to issue his articles in gloho. They will be published by Messrs. 
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Xeegan Paul, Trench, & Co., London. I would earnestly recom- 
mend his book, no less on account of its literary merit than because 
it will contain much valuable information which space neccessarily 
prevents me from transf ering to these pages. 

I am indebted to Mr. M. M'Donald Bodkin, B.L., of United 
Irelandy for the lucid and able contribution on " The Incidents 
of the Last Three Years," which forms Part II. of this pamphlet. 
Mr. Bodkin's clear narrative of the events, which have given rise 
ix) the agitation against the present prison system, will be read 
with interest by all those who are acquainted with the manner, 
in which he discharges his important literary labours in con- 
nection with the Press. 

Mr. T. M. Healy, M.P., whose kindness in these matters is pro- 
verbial, kindly consented, at the cost of much time and trouble, to 
collect and arrange together Mr. Balfour s various speeches during 
the course of the different debates in Parliament on the subject of 
the treatment of political prisoners in Ireland. 

Part IV., perhaps the most important portion of the pamphlet, 
•consists principally of a reprint of all the letters published in the 
Freeman^ 8 Journal undier the title of " The International Protest.'* 

Some of these letters were addressed to me personally ; others to 
friends, who kindlv aided me in their collection ; others, again, 
were directed to the Editor of the FreemarCs Journal. A large 
portion of the latter, which were principally from the United 
States, were addressed simultaneously to the Freeman's Journal and 
to the Boston Pilot, I leave the letters, as a whole, to speak for 
themselves. 

One word more. There is no man in all history, who better 
exemplifies the success, which innate ability will always command, 
than the eminent Irish- Australian statesman, who has favoured me 
with a short introduction to this pamphlet. He passed from a con- 
vict's cell to the premiership of, what some would call, the greatest 
of Great Britain's colonies. Sir Charles Qavan Duffy is one of 
Ireland's noblest and most illustrious sons. The hero of heroic 
times, he has traditions entwined around his name, which no patriot 
of modern times can claim.* In far Australia, as in Ireland,his name 
is honoured as that of a man pre-eminent in ability, energy, and 
patriotism. It is encouraging to have in the present crisis, the 
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warm support of the last survivor of O'Connell's companions in 
Richmond Bridewell. 

While Sir Charles Gavan Duffy may be said to link the old days^ 
in Ireland with the new, we must not forget that he typifies [also 
the sympathy of Australia for '* a people rightly struggling tojbe^ 
tree." Ireland is a grateful country. She will not forget the in- 
calculable services done in her cause by the criminal of '44 and '48^ 

E. D. G. 

Pembboke House, Uppeb Mount Stbeet, Dublin. 

August Srd, 1889. 
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The correspondence collected in tliis volume, under the title of 
an International Protest, forms, it seems to me, one of the most 
curious and significant State papers of recent times. Eminent men 
in a responsible position, are slow to pronounce judgment on the 
policy of a foreign State, or the conduct of a foreign statesman. 
It is only an exceptional and exasperating case, indeed, which 
elicits or justifies such interference. But the treatment of political 
opponents in Ireland, by the Government of Lord Salisbury, has 
moved the frank indignation of such an array of conspicuous men, 
as probably never before pronounced on a contemporary transaction 
in another country. The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs is in 
a better position than any one to estimate what has befallen him, when 
ministers and ex-ministers, leaders of Government and Opposition, 
senators and members of the Civil Service, in foreign and indepen- 
dent legislatures, and executives, break through all restraint of 
etiquette and diplomacy, and tell him that he has acted shame- 
fully, and has neither the example of civilized nations, nor the 
supreme necessity which overrides all law, to justify what he has 
•done. He has outraged the feelings of Europe and America, and 
called forth the protest, not only of foreigners, but of men of his 
own race and blood, who tell him that he has made them, for the 
first time, blush for their country. 

" If Englishmen," says a Senator of the TTnited States, " do not 
feel degraded by such outrages, the people of America will be 
ashamed of their ancestors.'* 

" I feel the disgrace," says another Senator, " as though I were 
an Englishman, and resent it as though I were an Irishman." ** It 
belongs," says an ex- Attorney-General, speaking of this policy, 
^' to another and much darker age than this, and no fair means 
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should be spared to frown it out of existence." ** It is inhuman, it is^ 
uncivilized, it is unchristian," says the Governor of Nebraska; " It 
is as much arelic of barbarism, as the lash and the stake,'' says th& 
Grovernor of Washington. A dozen leaders of opinion in the 
States echo these sentiments. They are well entitled to be heard 
on the subject, these leading men of a nation, who did not doom 
one political prisoner to death for an insurrection of unexampled 
vigour and endurance. Lord Salisbury, indeed, has caused the death 
of more political opponents, by justifying the order of one of hia 
subordinates, ^^ not to hesitate to shoot," than fell in the United 
States since the Republic was created, except in actual war. 

The Dominion of Canada, under the British flag, is not less ready 
to lift up its voice, than the confederated Commonwealths of the 
great Republic. 

An ex-Minister tells him that his method of treating men 
who serve with him in the Parliament of the United Kingdom, 
^' pains and affronts the sensibilities of civilized men throughout 
the world ;" and neiarly a score of witnesses of Consular rank,, 
or high individual position in the same great State, bear 
like testimony. He has roused not only the orator and 
administrator, accustomed to the public arena, but the novelist 
and the poet in their silent retirement. The gentle Quaker 
poet, whose writings are familiar to the whole English- 
speaking race throughout the world, tells him that his policy has 
been '* inexcusably harsh and brutal." Howells, the least sensa- 
tional of all eminent writers of fiction, joins the cloud of witnesses. 
" To abhor such atrocities," he declares, "seems to me as simple, 
as natural, and as normal as to breathe." Their confrhe^ Dana, 
thanks God that nothing in our day can be compared with 
such policy ; and thanks God again, that in the operation of 
His providence, it cannot long be continued. Ecclesiastics ot vari- 
ous nations, and all ranks and all Churches, among whom Wes- 
leyan ministers and the pastors of Highland congregations are 
notable, are heard on the same side. The Wesleyan minister of 
Ontario, Canada, tells us that a widely-extended actjuaintance 
with the opinions and feelings of the people, convinces him that this 
inhuman system " is doing every day more to multiply the friends 
of Home Rule than any other one thing since the agitation began.'' 



Mr. Balfour, a Scoto-Canadian member, warns his namesake in 
Westminster that — 

** No Government could exist in Canada for a day that would 
attempt to treat political prisoners — especially representatives of 
the people — as common felons. Were a tithe of the oppression 
attempted here that is carried out in Ireland, nothing could pre- 
vent our people rising en maaaef and by open rebellion reseating 
the indignities, and meting out proper punishment to their op* 
pressors, in whatever office or situation in life they were found." 

When men of character and position, who have no personal 
interest at stake, speak with such emphasis, it is not rash to 
assume, that there is a grave scandal to be repressed. 

We do not speak of Irishmen, though in every place in the 
world where they have won success, they arise to denounce this 
system ; but we are Hottentots, and do not count. It is not without 
a certain satisfaction that we find the author of that gracious epi- 
thet, slapped in the face by the rude hand of Paul de Oassagnac, 
who finds the treatment applied to Irish political prisoners absolu^ 
ment ignoble. This consensus of European and American opinion 
will, perhaps, teach the Prime Minister that he cannot make a 
Siberia in Ireland with impunity. The foreign policy of Lord 
Salisbury has been represented as a substantial strengthening of 
the Empire, but a domestic policy which provokes this out-spoken 
contempt from foreign statesmen and publicists, will scarcely 
contribute to that end. Whatever it strengthens, it will not be 
the administrators who are responsible for it. A Conservative 
government was trodden down, because of its secret or avowed 
approval of the Bulgarian atrocities, and when the English people 
come to understand the Irish atrocities, they will, it may be 
hoped, punish the aggressors in the same decisive fa«hion. 

These foreign witnesses are not deluded by the impudent pre- 
tence, that the prisoners in Ireland are not political prisoners » 
They recognize them as reformers, labouring ti abate public 
grievances; as patriots aiming to lift up their country fromiiepres^ 
sion and ruin ; as opponents of great wrongs needing to be faced 
by determined men ; and this is the type of the political prisoner 
from Sir John Eliot down to Beranger and O'Connell. 

The practice of modern nations has been so exhaustively treated 
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by Dr. Sigerson, that I refrain from alluding to it. He has 
demonstrated that there is nothing to be found among civilized 
mankind, resembling the system which Lord Salisbury authorizes 
and yindicates in Ireland. 

Foreigners have caught sufficiently, it would seem, the general 
scope of political prison discipline in Ireland ; but it would contri- 
bute to a more exact and complete knowledge of the case, if a table 
were prepared specifying the precise offences charged against 
prisoners, and the corresponding pimishments inflicted. They 
scarcely know, I fancy, that supplying food to a starving family 
engaged in resisting ejectment from land held by their predeces- 
sors, before the first Lord Salisbury lied and fawned for the favour 
of Queen Elizabeth, is a crime punishable like larceny ; or that 
hurrahing for a popxdar man or a popular policy, at times not 
approved of by the police, carries as grave a penalty as rioting or 
pickpocketing. 

I have spoken only of one chapter in this book, because I 

happen to have had no opportimity of examining the others ; but 

the energy and capacity, which collected a multitude of skilled 

witnesses with such commendable promptitude, give assurance 

that no part of the case will be inadequately handled. 

C. GAVAN DFFFY. 



^HSLBOITBinS HOISL, 

Dublin, August 2nd^ 1 889. 
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Page 40, par 4, lines 1 & 2 should read — ** The Committee does not 
-explain why all these disastrous results will not take place in the Irish 
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THE QUESTION CONSTITOTIONALLY CONSIDERED. 

The whole controversy regarding the treatment to wMcli Irish politi- Two questions 
esl prisoners haye been subjected by the Government during the last three at issue, 
years, may be said to consist of a difPerence of opinion as to what answer 
should be given to two very simple questions : Are the Irish Crimes Act 
prisoners political prisoners, or are they not ? If so, should they be 
si&bjected to a distinct method of treatment, or should they not ? An 
adequate conaderation of either question cannot be made without some 
trouble. "We must scan shortly the pages of history. I shall 
endeavour to demonstrate that English law and precedent, and the practice 
of foreign nations, and the indications afforded us by international custom, 
Teeognize political offences, by directly sanctioning a distinction between 
them and criminal violations of the ordinary law. The matter to be first 
discussed is whether political offenders should be treated as common 
criminals or not ? The answer to this question is, most emphatically, no ! 

The constitution of the country is based upon the good will, and framed opinions of mi- 
for the benefit of the community as a whole. All reforms have been the ??51y 1S*?J!JS' 

_- , n » » Aij Ml j» ^ 1 com© cpuuoiiv 

result of the expression of opimon of what, must, at one tmie, have been a of majority 
minority of the community. This is a self-evident fact. 'When this 
minority, or portion of the community, declares that a grieva]i«e exists, 
which it cannot otherwise than by forcible effort get rid of, " it must,, 
ostensibly, at least, be aiming for the benefit of the commnnitjr.'' (Gee 
Sigerson, M.D., Freeman^ 8 Journal^ 25th Feb., 1889). It thus often 
happens that the efforts of the minority are successful, and the reform 
suggested, in being adopted by the majority, becomes a comer-stone of the- 
constitution. To treat, then, as criminal, efforts, directed against the- 
established constitution, or organized with the intention of bringing about a 
reform in any question affecting the community at large, is to stamp- 
as criminal, views, which in a short time may come to be entertained 
"by the whole community, and consequently becomes merged in the law of 
the land. 

2 



Offences against How admirably these arguments adapt themselves to the case of Irish 
pubUc order. Members of Parliament and Crimes Act prisoners, can be seen at a glance. 

"Oifences against public carder (except certain offences) beins liable to the 
fluctuations of the pubUc judgment— which is the final court of appeal — stand 
in a different category from those ordinary crimes against persons and property 
which all the civihzed world regards with the same eyes, because their predominance 
would mean the disintegration of the community and the destruction of all social 
life. It is on this ground, and not on the personal motiTe, that the distinction must 
k7 emade, for the motive of a thief or a burglar might be merely to procure food for 
his hungry friend or family, whereas a poUtioiaa mi^ht even profit by his conduct 
without altering the ethical aspect of the main question/' — Dr. Sigerson, Freeman^ 
Journal, 25th Feb., 1889. 



Unjust to treat 
tniM^ded pa- 
triots as cnmi- 
nals. 



liOrd Justice 
BramweU. 



Political offen- 
dwa of low 
social grade. 



It is perhaps unnecessary to point out how morally unjust it is to 
condemn to a common degradation the misguided patriot, if you will, and 
the common criminal. In the case of members of Parliament, and mea 
accustomed to literary or intellectual pursuits, the injustice done caA 
hardly be measured. In this connection I can scarcely do better than 
again quote Dr. Sigerson : 

*' At exercise and at chapel he (the common criminal) is in the midst of his 
equals — sometimes even of his su^riors in crime — for whom he may have a per- 
verse respect ; in association he is in his element, and enjoys their companionship, 
so far as he may, and profits by their sympathy. Plunge into the same category 
an educated, high-principled man, guilty of a political offence, and everything 
changes for the worse. It is no longer a question of simple detention, but of im- 
prisonment, with moral, intellectual, and physical suffering superadded. He is 
compelled to recognise inferiors as task-masters, to perform hard labour, to which 
he is neither accustomed nor adapted, instead of the work familiar to him, "on fare 
which seems coarse and disagreeable. Worst of all, whilst he suffers from the 
loss of intellectual communion and mental exercise, by the insufficiency of books, 
the absence of friends, the impossibility of writing, he is forced into association, 
with men whose presence is an offence, and whose language is too often an out- 
race. Nor is this view exceptional. Lord Justice Bramwell, in his evidence 
before the Commission appointed to inquire into the working of the Peual Servi- 
tude Acts, 1879, stated certain misgivings as to the unequal working of these 
Acts. * There would be a terrible punishment,' he said/ * to any gentleman or 

Eerson of what I may call the better orders, in the very association with the people 
e would associate with, when his nine months of separate confinement were over 
and he went to the works ; but that does not affect the criminal class ; they asso- 
ciate with their own equals, and men whose good opinion they are desirous of 
gaining by a repetition of the offences which have sent them there ; they are fed, 
perhaps, not quite so well as they were out of prison ; they are comfortably 
lodged ; they are taken care of ; they have some work to do, I believe not very 
hard ; if they got their living honestly out of the prison they would have to work 
harder probably. What is the objection to it ? ' " 

In the case of political offenders of a lower social grade, the objections 
to equality of treatment have not, of course, the same force. Nevertheless, 
it would be manifestly unjust to set up a class distinction in this matter. 
An offence against an enactment such as the Coercion Act is only an 
offence against a special public regulation. It implies no moral degrada- 
tion, and involves no loss of self-respect on the part of the offender. His 
offence is of quite a different character to those committed by the criminal 
classes. It may be safely said that any honest man, no matter how poor, 
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eon-ricted of an offence whidi is not morally lowering, mast resent aaso- 
ciation with prisoners whom he regards as morally corrupted. It is a 
dangerouathingtortheStatetosubject Buchaman toKewgate influence, i 
The ordinary criminal^ on the other hand, will feel highly honoured by 
contact with a man who, even if roiataken in his principles, is clear uf 
luB own conscience. By enforcing common association, therefore, an in- 
justice is done on the one hand, and an unmerited privilege granted opon 
the other. In other words, the man who has committed a crime against 
the moral as well as the mnnicipal law is benefited by the transa^n. 
whereas the political offender, who has only sinned against the mu^cipal 
law, is directly injured by the practice, ' 

The Commission presided over by the Earl of Devon, whick sat in xhe dbvoo 
1870, to consider the treatment of the Treason Felons of 1865, ohncluded Kojii uommi^ 
its report in a remarkable maimer. It actually went outside .the term tion with'^i- 
of its letter of instruction, to protest againat the association of political "'■'"■ 
prisoners with ordinary criminals, which had, contrary to the intention 
of Parliament, been enforced apon some of the aforementioned prisoners : 
" A further question was forced on our attention in the course of our 
inquiries," says the Commissioners, " though it does not fall strictly within 
the letter of our instructions. It is the-question, whether prisoners, con- 
victed of a crime so exceptional in its nature, that it baa been thought right 
to modify prison discipline in their case^ to a certain extent, might not, 
with advantage, be mw* cempleteh/ separated from tie general iody of 
convicU "We are led to the conclusion that the difficulties atten- 
dant upon the location and treatment of political offenders may, perhaps, 
be most readily and effectually overcome by setting apart, from time to 
time, a detached portion of some 
and we recommend this subject 
Government." 

The Report of the Devon Con 
-the Kimberley Eoyal Commissioi 
quire into tbe working of the Per 
Cross (now Lord Cross) was, at tl 
taken, amongst other matters, as 
political offenders from common 
evidence given before the Commi 
the then Board of Directors of C 
present controversy as to he wori 

Chairman— " 287— Would not tl 
exist on the pact of certain persona ai 
felony, serionsty interfere with tbec 
same manner aa in the case of oidina 
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with regard to men who have comi 
require some difierence to be made b 
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Again:-* 

'* 293. — ^What would be clearly condiiciye to the end of all pnnishmmit, 
namely — the prevention of crime, and, collaterally with it, the reformation of the 
offender in the case of an ordinaiy criminal, might not have at all the same effect 
w^h regard to the particular class of offenders to which we are alluding ? It 
mitht not. Putting men like those whose crime is not considered so very disgrace- 
f ufVnder the same punishment as men whose crimes are considered disgracefnl, is 
liabk rather to raise the character of the other crimes, and to render less dia- 
graceSnl the punishment. '^ 

** t94 — A penal servitude " (or an imprisonment) '* sentence in the ordinary 
sense o^ht to be considered both a very severe sentence, and also a great dis- 
grace? I think so.** 

"295. And it is not desirable that there should be an v persons, in them- 
selves not^en of bad character, who should have a sympathy with persoos eo 
sentenced I I quite agree with that." 

** 296. But there is a liability of that occurring in the case of prisoners who 
may be called political offenders ? I think so." 

The Eoyal Comniission having tbus, as Dr. Sigerson remarks^ elicited 
Keport lecom- — " That the confomiding of political offenders with comtnon criminals is 
jaends sepaia- injurious to discipline within the jail, whilst without it tends to destroy 

the deterrent effect of criminal sentences, reported in favour of complete 

separation of the two classes.'* 

** Looking to the inconveniences,** says the Report, " which have arisen 
in practice from the association of such prisoners with other convicts, we 
concur in this recommendation '* {ue,, the Devon Commission). 

Lieutenant-Colonel Sir G. F. Ducane, Chairman of the Board of Direc- 
tors, of Convict Prisons, went even further, and declared — **I should 
prefer having them " (political offenders) "in an entirely separate prison ; 
if there were any men of that class, T should not put them into aa 
ordinary convict prison at all." 



tion. 



assodation. 



In 1868, Lord Mayo, then Chief Secretary for Ireland, referring to the 
Lord^Mayoon ** Press Prisoners" of that date (Richard Pigott and A. M. Sullivan), 
tius expressed himself in the House of Commons in regard to association : 

^ " With regard to association,*' said Lord Mayo, ** I cannot conceiTC anjthing^ 
whi<^ would be more repugnant to the feeling of these prisouers than that they 
shouljl be obliged to associate with the other prisoners in the jail.*' 



The Interna- 
tional Protest. 



Numerous other opinions of equal weight and authority might be quoted 
in denunciation of enforced association. The terrific indictment of the sys- 
tem, ad carried out by the present Government, published in the 
pages of^his pamphlet, show the drift of modern thought all over the 
civilized ^ orld on the subject. 

Precedents at The cla|3ification of prisoners according to the nature of their offences 

forSm^pmctice, '^o^l^j thei^fore, seem to be justified on merely general grounds. Nothing 

usefinininvea-* tends to thrdwmore light upon the matters at issue, than an examination 

iga ion. '^^^ constitiftional precedent at home, and the practice of foreign nations, 

in regard to ftie question of the treatment of political prisoners. In doing 



tliis we learn what kind of treatment we have a right to expect on hehalf 
of that class of prisoners known to-day as the Irish Crimes Act pri« 
soners. 

In 1809 a gentleman named WiUiam Cobhet was imprisoned for case of wOBam 
an article written in a nesrspaper known as the RegUUr. The article pg^^^rS ISff . 
was manifestly treasonable. Se was charged, however, on a minor indict- 
ment, convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment., and to pay a 
fine of £1,000. What was his treatment in Newgate jail ? Sir Henry 
Lytton Bulwer, condemning the sentence as excessive, notes that no in^ 
dulgences were granted, and then proceeds as follows : 

''In no portion of his life, indeed, did he show greater courage," writes Sir 
Henry, " in none did the better side of his character come out in brighter relief, than 
when, within the gloom j and stifling walls of Newgate, he carried on his farming, con- 
ducted his paper, educated his chlldreo, and waged war (his most natural and faTour- 
ite pursuit) against his enemies with as gay a courage as could hare been expected from 
him in sip^ht of the yellow corn-fields and breathing the pure air he loTed so weU."— 
From Historical Cnaradera, vol. II., 1868. 

19'ow, let William Gobbet speak himself. His description of his prison ooi,i,et de- 
treatment reads like a romance in these days of cast-iron uniformity of ecribeahistoea*- 
discipline. luw-^-aji-i. 

"Book-learning,'' says Gobbet, " was forced upon us. I had a farm in hand ; it 
was neoeesary that I should be constantly informed of what was doing. I gave all the 
orders, whether as to purchases, sales, ploughing, sowing, breeding — in short, with 
regard to everything, and the things were in endless number and variety, and always 
full of interest. My eldest son and daughter could now write well and fast, and I had 
with me — having hired the best part of the keeper'8(i>., the jail governor's) house — 
one or two besides, either their brother or sister. We had a hamper with a lock and 
two keys, which came up once a week, or oftener, bringing me fruit and all sorts of 
<5ountry fare. The hamper was looked for with the most lively interest. It 
brought me herbs and the like. Almost everyone sent me his or her most beautiful 
flowers, the earliest violets and primroses, and cowslips, and bluebells, the earliest 
twigs of trees, and everything they thought calculated to delight me. I had all the 
children with me. I had a& the children with me," he adds, " turn and turn about. 
The paying of the workpeople, the keeping of the accounts, the referring to baoks 
— ^this everlasting mixture of amusement with book-learning — ^made me, almost to my 
own surprise, find at the end of two years that I had a parcel of scholars growing up 
about me, and long before the end of the time I had dictated my Register to my two 
eldest children." 

Leigh Hunt was condemned shortly afterwards for an article of a Leigh Hunt, 
similar nature. pr«ioffeDde.. 

We read — " I turned one of the cells along the empty corridor into a 
noble room. I papered the walls with a trellis of roses ; I had the ceiling 
coloured with clouds and sky; the barred windows I screened with 
Yenetian-blinds ; and when my bookcases were set up, with their busts 
and flowers, and a pianoforte made its appearance, perht^s there was 
not a handsomer room on that side of the water. I took a pleasure, when 
a stranger knocked at the door, to see him come in and stare about him. 
The ^surprise, on issuing from the Borough and passing through the 
ayenxkes of a jail, was dramatic. Charles Lamb declared there was no other 
such ffoom except in a fairy tale." 



Tithe War of 
lb28 similar to 
Land War of 
to-day. 



Boycotting iu 
1838. 



It is Tumecessary to quote fortlier. The f ale of a political prisoner 
was not, it is clear, in those days a very severe one. 

The position of affairs in Ireland during the Tithe war of 1828-^ 
and following years, affords an exact parallel to the ^condition of things 
which is said to exist in Ireland to-day. 

The people organized, held meetings, demanded reductions in the 
tithes, or refused altogether to pay them; auctions were impeded in 
hundreds; notices served upon tithe collectors, calling upon them ta 
desist ; ministers of the Church were warned, and if they persisted in 
pursuing what the people held to he an unjust course, their servants and 
lahourers were ordered to leave their employment ; violent affrays took 
place with the public, often with fatal results, notably at Oarrickshock. 

The following resolutions were passed at a mass meeting held in the 
County Cork, early in June, 1838, to protest against the distraint of 
certain cows by the Bev. Dean Freeman, Rector of Rathcormac. 



" It 18 requested that no auctioneer will lend himself to the sale of cows distrained 
for tithes." 

'* It 18 requested that no person will purchase cows distrained for tithes.'' 

**It is resolved that the citizens will have no intercourse with any person who aida 
in the sale of cows, distrained for tithes, an auctioneer or purchaser.'* — Barry O'Brien, • 
** Fifty years of Concession to Ireland," vol. I., page 397. 

That word, ** resolve," is pregnant with significance. The resolu- 
tions, Mr. O'Brien states, had the desired effect. Neither auctioneers 
nor purchasers could be found to aid in the sale of cows distrained for tithe. 
The struggle was one between Catholic and Protestant. The policy of 
exclusive dealing was reduced to an art. The other side retaliated, and 
in so doing they were advised mirahile dtctu by the Dublin Evening Mail f 
(O'Brien, vol. I., 399). Substitute landlord for Protestant minister, and 
change tithe-payer into tenant, and the position is not imlike that of to- 
day. In the one case the peasant paid tithe to a minister in whose 
religion he did not believe, and whose church he never entered. In the * 
other, he pays rent-charges to a landlord who lives in London, and whose 
foot is never planted on Irish soil. The tithe system and the land sys- 
tem have bott been systems of ascendency. As one fell so will the 
other, j-gu 

Case of Marcus In 1832 an anti-tithe meeting was held on the Three Rock Mountain, 
aritator* co?* -^^ ^^cus Costello, ouo of the smaller leaders of the movement then 
victed of unlaw- agitatiQg the country, was indicted for attending what the jury found to 
fui assembly. ^^ ^^^ unlawful assmbly. The judge condemned him to eighteen months* 
imprisormient. The offence, as Dr. Sigerson observes, was in every sense 
analogous to those of recent occurrences. His "crime" was certaiialy tot 
one bit more " political," yet his treatment in jail was in every /re- 
spect identical with that which Cobbett and Leigh Hunt had experienped. 
Ireland, as I have shown, was violently agitated at the time. Theidis- 
turbance was essentially similar to that which prevails to-day. Iven 



"boycotting, which has been supposed by some to be an invention of com- 
paratively modem date, was rife throughout the country. Yet Mr. 
Costello, convicted of an offence committed under practically the same 
conditions, and partaking of a nature exactly similar to those with which 
Irish Crimes Act prisoners have been charged, and under which they 
have been convicted and sentenced to prison cells, where they are sub- 
jected to all the worst forms of prison degradation, was treated as a poll- ^ 
tical offender. 

Precedent is said to form the backbone of the British Constitution. The treatment 
If we take precedent, therefore, as a guide, the^ incidents of the ew i*J?^^^S. 
tithe war supply us with an answer to the two questions at issue. 
Are the Irish Crimes Act prisoners political prisoners? If so, should 
they be treated to a distinctive method of treatment, or should they 
not ? Read in the light afforded to us by the system practised 
in 1828-40, the answer to both these questions must be found in an 
ftffirmative. 

It must not be supposed that the law, even at that date, directly Iaw iwver re- 
recognised the existence of political crime: That the law has never Sf cJhne£'^'** 
done, except indirectly. The importance of these extracts lies in the 
fact that they show that it was the constitutional custom to supply in 
practice what was defective in the law. Mr. Balfour's attitude on the 
question seems to show that in the silence of the law, there latent lay an 
element of danger, and that it would have been well had the principle of 
classification been expressly adopted by Parliament. Until Mr. Balfour 
came upon the scene it was scarcely necessary to do so in the case of 
political prisoners. 

O'Connell was considered a criminal in the eye of the law as law. o'ConneUacrl- 
The Eepeal prisoners were accused of being guilty of a foul and wicked >»ii^>ai 
conspiracy, of unlawful assembly j and intimidation^ and various other heinous 
and immoral offences. 

** The gravity of their crimes was declared by the sentence, which directed 
that O'Connell should be imprisoned for twelve months, pay the enormous fine of 
two thousand pounds, and find security in ten thousand pounds to be of good 
behaviour for seven years, and to be imprisoned until the recognizances were com- 
pleted. It matters not to the issue what the great majority of the Irish nation 
4ihought of O'Connell then, or the public at large now. In legal judgment he was 
a criminal of deep dye, caught and convicted after a long defiance of the law. 
Criminals also were his fellow- conspirators and accomplices, Messrs. John 
0*Connell, Gray, Duflfy, Steele, Barrett, andRay." — (Sigerson, Freeman, February 
25.) 

Nevertheless, in spite of their legal degradation, the treatment of the Treatment of 
Hepeal prisoners was extrfiw)rdinarily lenient. Gavan Duffy continued to Repeal prison- 
edit the Nation, while Messrs. John O'Connell and Ray contributed to like romaoM 
it. Duffy and Gray took lessons in elocution, practised the art of fencing, 
and had horses in the y^rd to ride. 

" The governor and the deputy governor," says Sir Charles Gavan Duffy, ** were 
authorised to sub-let their^houses and gardens to the State prisoners. Members of 



Mr. 0*Connell'8 family , and of the families of the otiier prtsonen, came to reside* 
with them ; -they employed their own servants ; from the first day presents of 
Tenison» game, m\ troit, and the like, began to arrive, and after a little they found 
themselves established in a pleasant country house, situated in the midst of exten- 
sive grounds, bright with fair women and the gambols of children, and famished 
with abundimt means either for study or amusement." 

^ *' Oar hnmediate polilieal aseooiaites oame ^vety day," he continues, ''and the- 

dinner-table was never set for less than thirty persons. O'Oonnell was a genial 
and attentive host, full of anecdote and badinage, while the ladies remained ; and 
FMdly, when they withdrew, for serious politi(»U conference, or the {feasant carte 
and tierce of friendly controversy. A weekly bulletin was read in the Repeal 
Association from Richm<»d prison, which by degrees grew into something like 
a brief review of the political afGetirs of the week." 

This extraragantly liberal treatment was due to a recogniticm of the 
political character of their offence. 

^M^ bi prison It is futile to argue, that because the Dublin Corporation ha4 at that 
■aenaisefor" time the control of Richmond Penitentiary, the treatment was in any 
du^peoftrest- way exceptional. It only corresponded with tiie traditional custom of 
Great Britain in regard to political offenders. The administration of 
the prison rules has since been transferred to bodies other than tiiose 
which controlled them at the time, and up to a much later date. Because^ 
however, the control is vested in new hands is no reason why the 
treatment of political prisoners should have become what it is ta-day. 
I^ot the sUghieat change in treatment was (yrdered or even suggested by anf 
Act an the Statute-beok of Parliament. 

We do not now, although we might in justice do so, demand that the 

wim^ we de. political prisoners should be allowed to make prison life as pleasant as. 

""^^ xhat led by O'Connell and his companions. But we do insist that they 

should be classed as first-class misdemeanants. As Sir Charles Ghivaa 

Duffy remarks in the letter which the Freeman^ a Journal published o& 

the 25th July, 1889— 

" It is not asked that they should hold virtual levto, or give daily entertain- 
ments to their friends, but that they shall not ^ve a sentence of detention turned 
into physical and moral torture." 

Mes^e^^ ^ It would be superfluous, perhaps, to go into the matter of the treatment 

5^«V , of Meagher, O'Brien, O'Doherty, and M^Manus. Duffy thus describes a 
Mliianus. Tisit he paid to them while in jail : — 

** I found O'Brien labouring at the eternal task of his correspondence, and 
Meagher in a cell bright with scarlet cloth, which his books and manuscriptis and 
a few portraits transformed into a pleasant study. M*Manus had got a box of 
tools and was manufacturing nick-nacks, and O'Donerty was busy with professional 
studies. The younger prisoners were in excellent, sometimes exuberant spirits.'' — 
(Four Years of Irish History, o. VI.). 

Mitcheiandthe The imprisonment of John Mitchel under the Treason-relony Act of 
T^flon-Feiony ^343 gjiows that the intention of Parliament in passing that Act was not 
to in any way alter the treatment to which political prisoners were sub- 
jected. At the time when the Crown and Cfovemment Security Act, or 
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Treason Pelony Axst, was passed, the condition of the Irish prisoners was 
governed by the 7th George IV., chapter 74 (31st May, 1826). The 
Treason Pekny Act reduced certain offences which had previously been 
classified as treason to felony. On the other hand, certain offences v^hich 
had been only seditious were made felonies. In various discussions pre- 
viouB to the passing of the new Act — 

** The MmiBters of the day set the (question before the Leffialatare in saoli a 
light as to make it seem thatoffances, which in England woold be amenable to the 
severest penalties of high treason, were in Ireland to be dealt with in a milder 
manner, more in consonance with the gentler lights of the age. There was nothing 
whatever said of any modification as regards the kind of imprisonment, nor is there 
•any reason to suppose that any was intended. Members were doubtless familiar 
with the details of the imprisonment of Cobbett, Hunt, CosteUo, and 0*Gonnell, 
4uid it m«st be assumed that they fully understood that this mode of imprisonment 
would be continued as regards men who practically came into the same 
<5ategory."— (Sigerson, Freeman, February 26.) 

The condition of the ordinary criminal at that period does not much Afctenrots to d»- 
ooncem us. The Georgian Act made the wearing of prison clothes ««^^««««^ 
optional, that is to say, a prisoner could wear his own clothes if he had 
the means to maintain himself, a principle of class distinction long ago 
abandoned, but which Mr. Balfour would seem desirous to revive. The 
authorities seemed not to quite understand the bearing of the new Act 
upon prison discipline. At Newgate, says Mitchel — 

" A jailer came in with a suit of coarse grey clothes in his hand, 'You are to 
put on these,' he said, * directlv.* I put them on directly. A voice then shouted 
from the foot of the stairs, ' Let him be removed in his own clothes.' So I was 
ordered to change again, which I did." 

He was sent to Spike Island on board a Government vessel. John Mitchel Sj^^JSliLi 
being a prisoner who could maintain himself, the attempt to degrade weg^ 

him by forcing him to wear the prison clothes was utterly illegal. Never- 
theless, in Spike Island the same blunder was committed as in Newgate. 

*' Mr. Grace " (the governor), " came into my cell with a turnkey. He had a 
suit of brown convict clothes in his hand, and said it was an unpleasant duty he 
had^to perform, but that I must put on those clothes. I obeyed without remark." 

The blunder was set right a couple of days later by a letter from the ^e*^5£!** 
Castle, which directed the governor to allow John Mitchel to wear his 
own clothes, and to treat Mm differently from an ordinary felon, 

** Presently Mr. Grace returned, and said he was glad to tell me matters did not 
promise to go so hard with me as he had expected, that he had a letter from the 
Castle, directing him to treat me quite differently from a common convict, to let 
me wear my own clothes, not to put me in irons," etc. — {JaiX Journal, p. 31). 

The Government, it must be acknowledged, is always the best inter- Mitchel, tiie 
preter of its own intentions. It evidently considered that there was S^^Lgt^Er 
nothing in the new Act which forbade them to subject John Mitchel to iingocmpaxi- 
the same lenient treatment, which had always characterized the imprison- ^^ 
ment of political prisoners ; and this fact is evident throughout the whole 
narratlTe of Mitchel's subsequent treatment as a convict. It is highly 
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interesting and remarkably instructive to compare the treatment of John 
Mitchel in Yan Dieman's Land, with the condition of the ordinary convict 
there. As far as actual law was concerned, it must be remembered, there- 
was no special obligation to treat Mitchel otherwise than as an ordinary 
convict. 

An absolute system of letting out convicts seems to have existed 
nnder the protection of the Transportation Act of 1 824 (5th George lY., 
c. 84) The property of the transported felons was vested in the Govern- 
ment. The governor was empowered to assign the convict to anybody 
else, who could also assign him according to his inclination. The trans- 
ported felons in Yan Dieman's Land, were, to put it plainly, hired out to 
the colonists as slaves. John Mitchel was informed, upon landing, that 
positive instructions were received to treat him with consideration. 

*'A prison official handed me a communication from an individual styled 
* Comptroller-General,* informiug me that instructions had been received from the 
Secretary of State to allow me to reside at large in any one of the police districts 
I might select (except those already used as the dungeons of my friends), subject 
to no restriction save the necessity of reporting myself to the district police 
magistrate.'*— (Jail Journal). 

, Mitchel was allowed to roam over the Island of Tasmania practically 
whither he would. He found it hard to believe that he was not a free 
man. 

"In vain I reflect," he writes, *'that it is incumbent on me diligently to re- 
member (as Mr. Gibbon says), now that I am. after all, in a real cell, hulk, or 
dungeon, yet —that these ancient mountains, with the cloud-shadows flying over 
their far-stretching woodlands, are but Carthagenian prison walls — that the 
bright birds, waving their rainbow wings here before me are but ' ticket-of -leave * 
birds, and enjoy only * comparative liberty.* '* 

Will it be believed that Mitchel, the convict, had actually fellow- 
convicts assigned to him ? That such was the case, however, may be 
seen by a perusal of his " Jail Journal." 

IBoyootting. a Before leaving John Mitchel an interesting incident may be 

aa^toowiu*'" quoted, which proves that boycotting is a weapon universally known, 
and that its practice has not always been visited with the punishment 
meted out to it in Ireland. Dr. Sigerson thus tells the tale : — 

"From time to time objections had been taken by the free colonists of 
countries, to which convicts were drafted against the continuance of penal settle- 
ments in their vicinity. They did not desire annual relays of ticket-of-leave men 
from Britain, but considered she should provide for her own convicts at home. In 
1849 John Mitchel found the Cape in revolt against the reception of convicts who- 
were carried by his vessel, the Neptune^ but kept quite apart from him. The 
colonists, English and Dutch, established an Anti-Convict League, with a ' com- 
mittee of vigilance,' to mike it efifective. They directed the most stringent blockade, 
or boycott, as it would now be termed, forbade the sale of anything whatever, not 
merely to the convict ship, but to all the men-of-war, and still further, to all 
and every person in the service of the Government, including the governor himself, 
and to anyone who might aid and assist them. Contractors stopped supplies. 
Banks and insurance offices refused to deal with anyone not pledged to non- 
intercourse. The captain of the Neptune * walked into several shops, tried to buy 
a tobacco pipe, a glass for his watch, a fresh roll of bread, but in vain — they 
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would hold no intercotirw.' No man could get lodgings, provisions, payment, or 
pasture, unless he could produce his League certificate. The Protestant Bishop of 
Capetown, Dr. Gray, who visited Mitchel, 'heartily approved of the Ajiti- 
C!onvict League.' to his delight. This non-intercourse league surpassed in rigour 
«ny that prevailed in Ireland during the Tithe War or since. It offended violently 
Against the law, but there is no record of any of the criminals having been 
punished, not even the fiishop. The Government moved on the ship." 

The Irish Political Prisoners of 1848 were the last enforced visitors 
ix) Van Dieman^s Land ; just as John Boyle O'Reilly was among the 
last batch of enforced visitors to Australia in 1867. 

In 1853 transportation was abolished, and an Act to substitute other Transportation 
punishments in lieu of transportation was passed (13 and 17 Victoria, penai Servitude 
<5hap. 99). It was not, however, as we have said, until 1867 that '^^•^ 
tiansportation to Australia ceased. The Act established penal servi- 
tude as a substitute for transportation, and, upon the whole, the new 
Act considerably improved the condition of the ordinary criminal, as 
it did away with the old hulk system, and all its misery and 
wretchedness. 

The intermediate system was adopted in Ireland about this time. The Irish inter- 
It is so well known as not to need explanation. To put the matter ^^^^ Priaon 
shortly, the intermediate system kept in view the Reformatory object 
of prison detention. This was as it should be — 

** For according to the testimony of Mr. Charles Burke, the chairman of the Mr. Charles 
Irish Prisons Board, * it is the duty and object of the prison officers to make un- Burke defines 
skilled labourers skilled labourers during their term of imprisonment, and to instruct gtatel^''^ of the 
prisoners so that they would be better informed going out of jail than coming in.' 
^ . . . ' Great numbers of men who before going into prison would be able to 
earn only a shilling a day are capable of earning nve shillings a day after leaving 
the prison. And that is obviously an advantage to themselves and the State.' ' 

England never adopted the intermediate system, which eventually 
4ied out in Ireland, the number of prisoners not being sufficiently large 
to keep the system working, l^evertheless, the condition of the English 
felon was at this time extremely good. In 1856 an Act was passed 
relating, among other things, to a uniform prison dress. For reasons, 
however, which will be stated later on, it is extremely doubtful whether 
the provisions of this Act can be legally enforced in Ireland at the 
present time. 

In the course of a single generation the severe and sanguinary punish- what ordinary 
ments attaching to certain criminal acts had almost disappeared. s^oe isoof^^ 

** In 1820 a boy of fifteen was hung at Newgate, and in 1821 eight boys under 
twenty got the same fate ; whilst even so late as 1833 a child of nine was sen- 
tenced to death for breaking a window-pane and stealing twopence halfpenny 
worth of paint. He was reprieved. In the period of seven years, ending in 1821, 
there had been 7,683 persons sentenced to deatli in England and Wales, of whom 
seven hundred^ less seven, were hung. The hangings of conmion criminals were 
carried on at the rate of nearly one hundred a year for seven years I In 1828 there 
were 1,626 persons sentenced to be hanged, of whom seventy were hanged. In 
1831 there were 1,601 persons sentenced to <leath, of whom fifty-two were hanged. 
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or one each week. The Govemment was growing more tender-hearted. The Ia«i 
execution of a eheep-stealer happened in 1831, and in. the next year the last 
execution lor stealing letters. Then also was abolished capital punishment for 
cattle-stealing and for larceny from houses, and in 1833 fot housebreaking. Ihe 
last execution for forgeiy took place three or four years previously. In 1834 an 
end was put to hanging for sacrilege and letter-stealing. AU these enactments 
worked manifestly a vast improvement in the fate of common criminals. But the 
severities of the hulk and transportation remained. An idea of these may be got 
from the information obtained, in 1838, that 151,000 lashes inflicted in one year in 
Australia and Van Dieman's Land. All that was improved away, almost com- 
pletely. Besides, whilst a dozen years or so before ihe Fenian trials it had been 
common to read of sentences of seven years' transportation awarded to hungry 
men, yiho stole a few turnips, at the time of those trials no judge would have 
thought of giving seven years' penal servitude, nor perhaps seven months' im- 
prisonment, for such an offence. Thus the common criminal had been granted 
immense improvements as regards capital punishment, as regards corporal 
torture, and as regards length of imprisonment. Finally, it was shown that it ia 
considered to be the object and duty of the prison officials to raise bini in the 
social as well as in the moral scale, to make the unskilled labourer a skilled 
artizan, who, owine to the advantage of technical training, can earn thirty 
shillings a week on leaving prison instead of the six he earned on enteriug. Theu 
he has been able to save a certain sum during his prison life, small, but probably 
more than any surplus he would have saved outside, and philantrophic societies 
wisely add to it, and assist him to find work." — (Sigerson, freeman, March 8). 

piofitical offen- During the same period, that is from the commencement of the 
no^^^nsame nineteenth century down to its seventh decade, the punishment of political 
period. offences and the treatment of political criminals in jail had remained 

absolutely unaltered. In remaining unaltered it had relatively, of course^ 
hecome more severe. As we have seen, political prisoners had hitherto 
been Recognised as such. 

First departure The first great departure from the constitutional custom took place 

S^iicu^m ^ *^® ^^® ^^ ^^^ Fenian prisoners of '65. These prisoners were- 

imantiundzedby treated *' as men judged guilty of similar offences were never treated 

*^ before." Hitherto, political prisoners were criminal in the eyes of 

the law, but they were never classed as criminals when in jail* 

The leaders of the Fenian movement of 1865 were forced to undergo the 

same fate as common felons. In other words, they were subjected to 

the same system of treatment, the justice of which we question 

in regard to the Irish Crimes Act prisoners. This change ia the more^ 

remarkable, since it was in no way authori%ed by Parliament ; no statute had 

authorized any change whatever in the system of the treatment of such 

prisoners, 

^^oo Act, 1866, The Prison Act of 1 856 was drawn up unfortunately in such a way that 
«w> APP J. £^ ^^g gggy ^^ jugglc thc meauiug of the Act into a direct order by Parlia- 
ment that political misdemeanants should not be privileged. The Fenians, 
however, were not convicted as misdemeanants, so that the Act could not 
apply to them (see page 21). 

Change ^ainsi '^ The change was made in direct contradiction of all precedent; and 

au pKcedent. that contradiction was enforced against them in obedience to no enactment. 

It would be hard to parallel a divergence so great from long-established and 
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contmuons custcmi. Indeed, if such a fluctaation had been common, tlie 

* unwritten law ' could never have possessed validity, nor that constitution ' 
which * slowly broadened down from precedent to precedent ' have ob- 
tained stabili^ and state. To compel political prisoners to endure the 
fete of common criminals was not to equalize their lot, but the contrary. 
All the changes made in the criminal law and in the prison system had 
redounded to the amelioration of the condition of the common convict ; this 
alteration, on the other hand, effected an immense detriment in that 
of the political prisoner.** — (Sigerson, Freeman, March 8th.) 

A certain amount of excuse may be made for the Government. Their ^^J^J*™"'*' 
position in Ireland was far more serious than in 1848. In 1848 the arrest 
of Mitchel, O'Brien, and others put an «id to a purely physical force 
movement, whereas at the latter date there was a vast organization 
thriving not only in Ireland, but in the United States, whose strength 
could hardly be diminished by the confinement of some few of its leaders 
in Irish jails. 

That the Government was wrong, however, in its action may. The Govern- 
apart from the accumulated evidence • afforded us by the precedents wrong. ^ 
we have previously quoted, be proved very conclusively, by con- 
sidering for a moment the treatment meted out to the political prisoners of 
1798, under similar conditions. 

** The case of the high treason prisoners of 1798, whose death sentences had Political prison- 
been commuted, presented an almost exact analogy. The organization of the fJlrJiy^ii 
Military Society of United Irishmen was more formidable, absolutely and relatively, 
than that of the Irish Republican Brotherhood. Its numbers were greater, its 
members were better armed and accustomed to their use. A French invasion was 
moomi>arably more danserous than any private incursions by American Fenians, 
whilst in Great Britain there were sympathetic societies — * United Englishmen ' and 

* United Scotsmen.' There was danger at home and abroad, and Ktt was every- 
where denounced as the arch-enemy of freedom. He had, however, some well- 
marked constitutional habits, and these were carried into practice as regards his 
political prisoners. They were not sent to the hulks. The Aston Smith, transport, 
in March, 1799, conveyed the Dublin State prisoners to Belfast, where the Ulster 
State prisoners went on board, making nineteen in all, and then sailed for Scotland, 
where they were confined in Fort George." — (Sigerson, March 8th.) 

•Dr. McITevin, one of the imprisoned men, gives tbe following account 
of his fellow-prisoners : — 

** The several prisoners of Fort George had embraced some particular course of How th^ were 
reading or study, to which they applied with far more assiduity than if they only t^'eated. 
lead for amusement. Emmet applied himself to mathematics, or more properly, to* 
algebra, in which he made signal proficiency, and to which he was so devoted that 
he employed the greater part of his nights in the study of the science .... 
mitil the arrival of Mrs. Emmet and three of his children divided his attention. 
After this period Shakespeare was his favourite reading." 

M'evertheless, the fact remains that in 1865 the Government boldly The Feaians 
took the plunge, and, ignoring the custom of that " constitution which has J^«|te<^*.*»o*n* 
l)roadened down from precedent to precedent," deliberately subjected 
political prisoners to the rules, drawn up to meet the case of ordi- 
nary criminals. 
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Effect of treat- The Bubjection of these men to strictly pris^^n discipline, told upon 
'°®"** them with awful effect. In two years, death claimed eight victmis, 

whilst numerous others of the prisoners became afflicted with paralysis or 
insanity. The names of the dead were Lynch, MacGeogh, Fottrell, 
StoweU, ICeagher, Kennedy, Xelly, and Harbisson. Of the others, 
Joyce, Burke, Sweeney, "Wliite, McFeely, and Barry, became afflicted 
with various forms of nervous disease. ** These records of death, paralysis, 
and insanity, supply a striking indictment against the attempted treatment 
of political prisoners as common felons, on whom prison treatment 
wrought no such effect." 

Fenians resent- The enforced association with common criminals was the wrong which 
«d association, perhaps the Fenian prisoners resented most. 

" As I infer from the conditions on which the Commissioners will 
permit me to address them," said Brian Dillon before the Devon Com- 
mission, in 1870, "that they will not recognise moral grievances of this 
kind, I shall not dwell on this hardship, though I shall not, 1 trust in 
God, ever become so depraved and immoral as to forget it." — Q. 8, 129. 

Dillon thus concludes his statements : 

Dillon's state- ** lu pointmg out the treatment received at the hands of prison officials, it 

xaent before would be wrong to overlook the fundamental truth which underlies the whole, 
sion?° '^ ' and which goes far to account for our exceptional treatment in convict prisons. 
It is found in the difiference, morally and politically, existing between thieves and 
political prisoners. When the thief is tried, and his sentence passed, he 
comes into the prisons built for thieves, and is lost amongst the number 
of other prisoners whom he find, there before him. Inside the prison walls 
he is not persecuted because he was a thief outside; he is not punished 
if he keeps within the prison rules. The Irish political prisoner, on the 
contrary, enters the prison built for thieves, accompanied by rancorous and 
bitter feelings of hostility. Under the influence of political, national, and re- 
ligious antipathies, the worst feelings of the human heart are perpetually qnick- 
ening into acts of oppression and persecution against him. While the moral feehngs 
of his jailers are too blunt, too sluggish, or too depraved to persecute a thief as 
such, their political hatreds and antipathies are being continually aroused by the 
actions of his party outside the prison walls. He is punished for his own offence 
in the past and theirs in the present. Manchester and Clerkenwell spoke from 
the frowning brows of our jailers. If the facts do not reveal exceptional treat- 
ment," he concludes, ** it cannot be denied that they were eminently calculated to 
undermine the health of body and mind. I have no doubt of the gradual destruc- 
tion of the former. The latter calamity I pray Almighty God to avert." 

Dillon died shortly afterwards, another victim to the system of 
common degradation. 

The j^ere tried Penal servitude was framed for the common felon. Its conditions 

a brickiayer'B'* were SO administered as to improve him, physically, mentally, and 

assistant. morally, to turn him into habits of industry, to offer him prizes 

for the development of his faculties, to teach him how to earn money, so 

that, when he left jail, he might occupy a higher social position than 

when he entered it. ** The edge of the sword only was turned towards 
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the political prisoners." The incongruity was positively absurJ. Take 
the case of Brian Dillon, who sweetly sing : 

" When twilight, darkening into night, 

Throwi round mj cell its sombre shade. 
And thronging memories, sad or bright, 

Slowly come and slowly fade ; 
Then, sweetly through my prison bars, 

An old friend sings a song to me — 
An old song from the far-off times 

Of jouth, and home, and liberty. 

" Sing, Robin Redbreast, sing : 

While listening to thy minstrelsy. 
Through prison birs my soul will wing 
To Ireland o'er the Bea."v 

The prison system, one of whose chief objects it is to raise the un- 
skilled criminal to the dignity of an artisan, endeavoured to make Mr. 
Dillon^ the patriot and poet, a hricldayer's assistant. Result — death of Mr, 
Dillon, "The incongruity," says Dr. Sigerson, ''was very marked, 
when a man like Mr. Dayitt was yoked to a cart and compelled to draw 
stones." 

** The political prisoners were thus put at a physical and industrial disadvantage, 
as well as subieetod to moral suffering and intellectual privation — driven hopelessly 
downwards, whilst the common criminals were being drawn hopefully upward. Pro- 
crustean procedure is not a success. The attempt made to compel political prisoners 
to undergo the same treatment as ordinary felons resulted in making them suffer a 
different and worse treatment — the effort to produce equality produced inequality." 

Mr. Disraeli having held the reins of office for nearly eight months, 
Mr. Gladstone assumed the government in the December of 1868, with poJ^^ifevon 
Earl Spencer as Viceroy of Ireland, and Mr. Bruce, now Lord Aberdare, Commisson. 
as Home Secretary. Dr. Sigerson states that Dr. Mulcahy assured him that 
from this moment a vast improvement took place in the tieatment of the 
Jenian suspects. However that may be, a Commission was appointed in 
1870,* to investigate the whole matter. The Earl of Devon acted as 
chairmail, the other members being Mr. George Broderick, Mr. E. De 
Vere, Dr. Greenhow, and the late Dr. Robert Lyons. 

The letter of instruction received by the Commission was sent to them 
by Mr. Bruce, now Lord Abenlare. We print it side by side with Mr. 
Balfour's letter of instruction to his Committee of Inquiry in 1889 (see 
end of chapter). Mr. Bruce' s letter of instruction is the more honest 
production of the two. The Devon Commission was appointed to inquire 
into the condition of the Fenian suspects, and it was ordered to do so. 
The treatment to which the Irish Crimes Act prisoners had been sub- 
jected gave rise to Lord Aberdare's Committee, yet throughout the 
whole letter of instruction, the phrase, Irish Crimes Act prisoners, does 
not occur ! 

The position taken up by the prison authorities in 1865 -was this — The defence 

** These " (the Fenians) ** are political prisoners. It U alleged that they have son offidals in 
been treated with undue eeverity. We, on the other haui, declare that we have 1870. 
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made distinctions in their favonr hecauH they toere polttical pri9onerM.*'-^Dr^ 
Sigerson, J^eemanf March 18th). 

The tnitli of this assertion may befoundby a reference to tlie eyidence 
given before the Conimittee. And here I may quote a few words Inore 
from Dr. Sigerson 

" From the language we hear from time to time, as to the identity of penal treat- 
ment which should govern political prisoners and common criminals alite, foreign- 
ers miffht imagine that to oe the rule and practice of the realm. Many natives ap- 
parency are affected by this illusion. Now, if the case stood really thus, all that 
the prison authorities need plead as regards their treatment of the Fenian prisoners 
This is Balfour's was simply this — 'These men have bsen pronounced criminals bv the law, and 
defence. committed to our charge. No statute nor prison rule distinguishes tnem from other 

criminals, hence we make no distinction ; all are criminals, and all are treated in 
the same manner.' But this was not at all the position taken up." 

It will be observed that the latter position is the one taken up by Mr. 
Balfour. Looking at precedent, it is a very absurd position, indeed. 

As a matter of fact, although the general treatment' of the Fenian suspects 
was similar to that of the ordinary felon, certain small distinctions were 
made because they were political prisoners. For instance, common criminals, 
as is well known, must have their hair and beard closely cropped. Now, 
in spite of the rigorous treatment to which Fenians were subjected, this 
rule was absolutely relaxed in their regard. I commend this fact to Mjt* 
Arthur James Balfour. He has not considered it necessary to relax this 
particular portion of the rule, with regard to all his prisoners, though with 
curious inconsistency he has done so in some few cases. In support of 
my assertion that small priveleges were granted in the case of the Fenian 
prisoners, I quote the evidence of Captain Ducane before the 0<Hn* 
mission — 

<* Has that concession been made in the case of other prisoners ? Not throiu^ 
the whole of their sentence ; certainly not. A short time before men (criminab) 
are to go out from prison they are allowed to grow their hair ; but these men 
(treason felons) have been allowed to wear their hair all the time !*' 

The Devon Commission, as we have seen, recommended that the difi* 
culties attending upon the location and treatment of political prisoners, 
or "men guilty of a crime so exceptional in its nature that it has 
been thought right to modify prison discipline in their case to a certain 
extent, may be most readily met by setting apart a detached portion of a 
convict prison for prisoners of this class." 

The attempt to treat the Fenian suspects as ordinary criminals failed* 
The treatment was barbarous in the extreme, such as no civilized country 
in the world, perhaps, except Russia, would have sanctioned for a mo- 
ment. [Nevertheless, certain relaxations had to be granted, and will in- 
evitably have to be granted, wherever the attempt is made to treat x»oliti- 
cal prisoners as common criminals. Both Royal Commissions condemned 
the system of cast-iron uniformity which, for the first time in Irish 
history, was introduced into our jails, and recommended the confinement 
of political offenders in a separate prison (see page 3). It is needless 
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to add that most of tihe Fenian suspects were released shortly aftor the 
report of the Beyoa Commissioni according to the terms of the Amnesty 
granted by Mr. Gladstone* 

The Chartist movement in England, in 1839 was, characterized by ^J^SjRj* 
proceedings very similar to those which took place in the Irish lithe b^^i^T^ 
war a few years previously. According to Lord John Bussell, then ^^^^Swi 
Home Secretary, who, in August, 1839, addressed an official letter to the John BoMeU 
magistrates at Manchester, the offences then committed may be classified 
under four heads, of which three were as follows : — 

"Iflt. Attempts have been made to obtain money from shopkeepers, house- BoyoottincfB 
headers, See, by means of intimidation (as by threateniiur them with personal isso. 
danger, or with loss of business, ^or threatening to mark them down and report 
them as enemies, and by various other illegal means). 2nd. Persons have been 
combining and endeavouring to injure shopkeepers, householders, and others in 
their lawful business, representing them as enemies of the people, and persuading 
others to leave off trading with them, thereby to prejudice them in their busiaesg. 
drd. Persons, in pursuance of an illegal combination, have gone about amons ^e 
working class of tiie people, inciting and endeavouring to persuade them to desist 
m working, and desert their employers. 

These practices Lord John JRussell considered " mischievous practices, 
which are contrary to law, injurious to trade, subversive of good order, 
and dangerous to the peace of the country." 

Is not this like a leaf from a pamphlet of the I.L.P.TJ,, describing 
the horrible state of affairs existing in Ireland at present ? 

[Fergus O'Connor and Henry Vincent were two of the chief leaders Case of 
of the great Chartist movement. Fergus O'Connor was committed to ciSSaS^' 
York jail. A petition was sent in from Yorkshire in which it was alleged ^g^ed dr 
that Mr. O'Connor was treatod in prison as a common felon, and an ^" 
opinion was expressed that such treatment would seriously injure his 
health, and that this was the ffrst time that a political offence had been 
80 dealt with in England. 

** When Sir F. Burdett was imprisoned for a like offence, he was allowed to 
supply his own food and bed, and to receive the visits of his friends ; Mr. Leish 
Hunt, Mr. Cobbett, and Mr. Montgomery, the poet, had the same indulgence.' 

The Under-Secretary, Mr. Fox Maule, declared that the Government DiacassioBfai 
were blameless. O'Connell asserted that if the statements made were S^SotIico 
true, a direct violation of the law had been committed. " Imprison- demnation of 
ment" he said, ** did not imply torture.'' Mr. Ward considered itde«i»da»toa 
highly unconstitutional that ** a gentleman condemned for a political 
offence — a gentleman of acute feeling — one who had lately been a mem- 
"ber of that House — should have been condemned to perform the most 
menial offices." The Attorney- General declared that, although he had 
jproaecuted Mr. 0^ Connor, no one would more deeply regret his perseeu- 
tion in jail. In the House of Lords, two weeks later, Lord Portman was House of 
" sure that inciting to a breach of the peace was not such a case as their 
lordships would wish to see punished with such severity ;" while the 
3d!arquis of Normanby boldly asserted that political offenders should not 
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be treated as felons, adding that " the previous habits of the individual 
made the enforcement of the strict prison disciplinei a great increase of 
the severity of punishment, and, under the name of uniformity, they 
were making the most unequal punishment." 

Secretary inter- ^ *^® Commons, upon the same day, Mr. O'Connor^s case was againr 
lerea. under discussion. The Under-Secretary concurred in the opinion ex- 

pressed that the treatment was cruel and unwarranted, and stated that 
the Home Secretary had written to the visiting justices, directing them 
that it was proper to relax the rules., 

" Eegulations of a personal description, such as those relating to 
dress, &c. (which, though convenient in the common run of cases, might 
in some cases be looked upon as personal indignities), might, in the 
opinion of Lord Normanby, be properly dispensed with in the present 
case." (May 24, 1840). 

"Referring to the allegation that Mr. O'Connor had been associated with 
felons, Lord Normanby must suppose that that part of the statement is- 
erroneous. ** There ought," he said, ** to be nothing of degradation or 
personal indignity in the treatment of Mr. O'Connor, nor anything which 
may operate with unusual and disproportionate severity with reference 
to his state of health and his former habits of life." (May 27, 1840.) 

Lord Brougham presented a petition from Bradford to the Lords, June 
4th, which declared that **if there were any truth whatever in these 
statements, and others of the same kind which had lately come before the 
public, there was cause for the deepest regret, and great danger of excit- 
ing that feeling so fatal to the design of all jmnishment ; of indignation 
at the treatment of the offender instead of at his offence." 

Lord Normanby explained that he had sent out directions on the sub- 
ject. Lord Denham presented a petition, on June 5th, from Leeds, 
praying for a free pardon [for Mr. O'Connor, in consideration of the 
torture to which it was stated he had been subjected. Lord Normandy 
then read out a statement from the chairman of the visiting justices, 
dated June 1st, which shows what effect the directions had upon the 
prison authorities — 

" Mr, Fergus O'Connor is not subjected to any indignities of the person. He 
does not scour out his room. He does not perform any menial office. He has had 
sheets offered him to sleep in, and he refused them. He occupies, to-night, and 
will continue to occupy, the best room on the felons side (t. e,, not on the debtors^ 
side). He has tea and sugar, without restriction of quantity, twice a day. He has- 
animal food at dinner and two elasses of wine. He is shaved daily, and has clean linen 
and towels when he wishes. There are no beds but those of iron stock and flock beds^ 
of which flock beds he has four. He has a pillow, chair, and table. He eats and has 
eaten his meals in his ward by himself, the first day excepted. He has a large yard to 
exercise in. He has a bedroom and large hospital to himself. He wears bis own 
clothes. He has not had any newspapers. He has not written or received any letters 
without the inspection of the governor.'* 

Finally, on the 22nd, Lord Normanby stated that he was allowed 
newspapers and other publications. 
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At the Monmoutli Assizes, 1839, Serjeant Talfourd prosecuted Mr. Henry Vincent, 
Henry Vincent. He was convicted upon the charge of having attended ^^^^o{^au>^ 
seditiotu and unlawful assemblies. While he was in prison a magistrate ful as$embiy. 
declared that — 

*' He was not subjected to the degradation of wearing the prison dress, or having 
iiis hair cut ; in fact, he was subjected to as little painf lU treatment as possible eon- 
sistent with the restrictive and safe custody of his person. Some question was after- 
wards raised with respect to the books he was allowed to read ; and certainly he heard 
with some surprise that Henry Vincent was to be restricted to books merely of a reli- 
gious character — he heard it with surprise, because he felt that such a restraint was 
not good for the mind of a young man, actire and inquiring. ** 

Serjeant Talfourd, the very man who had prosecuted Mr. "Vincent The Attomi^. - 
more than once, applied to Lord John Eussell, then Home Secretary, Sad prosecuted 
in connection with the books supplied to Mr. Vincent, and received the Vincent inter- 
answer-: " that Mr. "Vincent would only be restricted from reading ^^^ 
improper books, but not books of a miscellaneous character." 

At the next assizes, Mr. "Vincent was convicted of the same class Second im- 
of offence. He was removed from Monmouth jail to Milbank, where we SiJ?*vSoent.**' 
read "He was attired in prison dress, fed on prison diet, forbidden Treated as a 
writing materials, and only silowed to correspond once in four months. Sifourdpr^' 
In other words, he was subjected to the same treatment as the Irish tests. 
treason-felony prisoners of a later date. 

Serjeant Talfourd, who had prosecuted him, protested. (There is a 
tip for Mr. Peter O^Brien.) 

''Such dbcipline as this,' he said, ** was clearly inappropriate to the cases of per- 
eons committed for political offences, and it afforded a striking contrast to the kind of 

Punishment formerly awarded^ of which instances innumerable could be gi^en. 
f political writera, they had been allowed to continue their political writings, they 
were allowed the use of books, and free communication with their friends — in short, 
the punishment which they receiyed was confined solely to restriction on th^r per- opinion of 
«onal liberty. There, he said, was the case of Sir Charles Wolseley, tried and Attorney 
oonvicted of conspiring to be elected the legislatorial attorney of Birmmgham, who General on 
was confined in Abington jail, but was allowed, in his memory, to come out and Jffen^ 
listen to the trials. There was also the case of Mr. Loyett, proprietor of the States- 
tnan, sentenced to be imprisoned in Newgate as the yery harshest sentence which the 
judge could inflict, yet he was allowed to haye a large room of his own — to haye his 
proof sheets sent to him — to communicate with his friends, and to enjoy all the con- 
yeuiences of hfe consistent with his depriyation of personal liberty. Then he added 
that he could not think it right that a change should be made in the condition and 
treatment of prisoners silently and without the interyention of the Legislature. This 
was a state of things, proceeded Serjeant Talfourd, vehich could not last. 7%e 
advanced state of the human mind required that punishment should he proportioned 
lo the luUure, as well cw to the degree of the offence," 

Mr. "Williams, of Monmouth, magistrate, declared that he was a warm Discussion in 
advocate for the separation of political offenders from common criminals. Parliament. 

Mr. Hume considered the treatment of Mr. "Vincent had been 
** aggravated beyond all precedent in such cases, and was infinitely more 
calculated than any other course could have been, to create sympathy for 
him in the public mind." 
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Mr. "Walkley thought that such treatment of political offenders wa* 
" extremely likely to produce great alarm in the public mind," 

Mr. Aglionby said that such treatment would "create a popular 
sympathy much more dangerous than any the writing of Mr. Yincent 
could i>08sibly produce." 

Both Whig and Tory joined in the protest. Lord John Eussell^ 
Home Secretary, hastened to allay the feeling. The imprisonment, he- 
said, was more severe than the Secretary of State had ever contemplated. 
" There was certainly reason for. making a change ! !" Lord Normanby 
proposed to alter the law so as to prevent the occurrence of such scandal^ 
and proposed the advisability of remitting some of the term to which 
Mr. Vincent had been sentenced. 

Zmon to be The cases of Mr. Yincent and Mr. O'Connor are instructive. Li both 

cues of o?S«i- *^ attempt was made to degrade political offenders. On both occasions the- 
aoraiidyiiioent. attempt failed, and the authorities were forced, by the strength of public 
opinion on the subject, to at once rectify the mistake." 

"Thus," remarks Dr. Sigerson, **in tbe case of Mr. Vincent, as in that of 
Mr. O'Connor, where political offenders suffered treatment similar to that of com- 
mon criminals—owing to the obscure operation of prison regulations — the Legislature,, 
as soon as the matter was brought under its cognizance, condemned such confusion 
of classes, and the Executive authorities took immediate action to remedy it, and 
thought proper to make reparation, as it were, to the political offenders by abridg- 
ing the term of their imprisonment." — {Freeman, March 20th). 

Thus, in England, the first attempt to treat political prisoners as- 
common felons failed, as it failed in Ireland in 1865, and as it will yet 
fail, it is to be hoped, in the case of the Irish Crimes Act prisoners. 

Mr. Balfour has, over and over again, claimed that he could not in- 
terfere with the administration of the prison rules. If Mr. Balfour, how- 
ever, took the trouble to study the question, he would soon have found- 
out plenty of precedents which would sanction his interference. He 
must, therefore, be fastened with absolute responsibility for the treatment 
to which William O'Brien, and the other victims of his misgovemment in 
Ireland have been subjected. For instance, on the Srd May, 1867, Lord 
Mayo, then Chief Secretary for Ireland, was asked a question as to the- 
condition of the Fenian prisoners in Mountioy Prison, based upon the- 
Medical Report just issued. ** Immediately," replied Lord Mayo— 

** Immediately on receiving that report I ordered inquiries to be made, and 
the next day directions were given that certain relaxations of the prison rules 
should be made in favour of those persons. The relaxations amounted to this — 
That the time allowed for the exercise was doubled, the prisoners were allowed to- 
^moke during the time they were taking their exercise, and they were allowed to 
walk with a companion.'*— (^an«ard, vol. 186, col. 1,933.) 

Johnston ol Yet another example. On the 27th February, 1868, William John- 

ll^^erfen. ®^^^» .■^®^- ®^ Ballykilbeg House fame, was charged before Mr. Justice- 

tkni of Lord Morris, by the Attorney- General, with having acted in defiance of the law,. 

Majo. Y)j taking part in an illegal procession on the 12th July of the preceding. 
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year. Mr. Johnston was liable, like all other political offenders, to be 

treated, according to the strict law, as an ordinary felon. No Act of 

Parlianient ha^i prescribed, as I have said, any change in the emtom which 

l»gulated the treatment of political offenders. At that period, however, an 

attempt was being made, for the first time in Ireland, to infringe upon 

the ancient rule. Although Mr. Johnston was not treated as he should 

have been treated, and would have been treated, had he committed the 

offence a few years before, nevertheless, considerable relaxation was made 

in his favour. He was permitted, under Section 13 of the Prison Act, to Mr. Jolinaton in 

wear his own dress (Mr. Johnston was sentenced to one month's im- ^ 

prisonment), he was kept entirely separate from ordinary prisoners, and 

was allowed to take his exercise apart. Writing materials were placed 

at his disposal, and he was permitted to correspond with his friends. He 

could receive visits at 10 o'clock in the morning, and 4 o'clock in the 

evening, for a quarter of an hour each time. On the 30th March, 1869, 

Colonel Ford asked that Mr. Johnston should be allowed to see his friends in 

private, and to take his exercise on parole through the jail ground. 

Itord Mwyo replied that *• the ordinary regulations of the Jail had heen con- LordMayo'a 

Merdbly relaxed in Mr, Johnston^ s fa/oour, hut, although it was not his 

province to interfere with these matters, he had written to the governor to 

intimate that no objection would he offered on the part of the Government 

to the relaxation of the rules of the jail" 

It is clear from the cases already cited, that Mr. Balfour had it in ^ question. 
his power to make the treatment of the Irish Crimes Act prisoners what 
he liked. Why are not the relaxations granted in the case of Mr. 
Johnston, extended to the Crimea Act prisoners ? 

Mr. Eichard Pigott and Mr. A. M. Sullivan were in prison in 1868. Jritmereof 
Mr. Pigott was convicted of publishing Penian news and commenting ises. 
thereon, offences not unlike those committed by some of the more prominent 2^M.*sSiivan 
Crimes Act prisoners. Mr. A. M. Sullivan was charged with publishing under P^n 
seditious libels, some of them articles and some cartoons. The Priscm Act of t^ted as ' 
1856, introduced by Mr. Horsaian, transferred the power of superintendence <^yP^°^jf ***® 
from the Court of Queen's Bench to the executive. Under this Act, it Siuatered. ^ 
would appear, that Mr. Pigott and Mr. Sullivan, and such offenders, might 
be treated as ordinary felons, if their jailers wished to take advantage of 
the unfortunate woi-ding of the Act. There was no direct or express 
provision regarding the subject, but the very absence of such provision 
would naturally operate against political prisoners. The state of the law 
was really unaltered. Political prisoners were always sentenced as criminals, 
-ZVb Act ever recognized the existence of political crim^e, and yet political 
crime was, as we have seen, always more leniently dealt with than hreaches of 
the ordinary law. There was, however, in the Act of 1856, a special 
provision regarding misdemeanants, and as Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Pigott 
were convicted of misdemeanour, they were specially liable to be 
treated as common criminals. The legislature had, in fact, acted in the 
dark. In the words of Mr. Isaac Butt — 

" In 1856 came the monstrons jtiggle, under which the laDguage of the law sen- Button Act 
tendBg a political prisoner to * imprisonment,' has been perverted into the infliction of 1856. 
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of a penalty, which the law never contemplated and never meant. Under the very 
Bame nominal sentence, as that pronounced before upon Mr. Cobbet and Mr.O*Conneu 
— without any apparent alteration of the law punishing political offences — Mr. 
Pigott and Mr. Sullivan are subject to an imprisonment, of a character so essentially 
different, that it is an abuse of language to call it by the same name.'' 

On tlie 27tli March the subject was brought up before the Commons 
hy Mr. Maguire, supported hy Sir John Gray. They complained that the 
Prison Act of 1 856 had been passed under a misunderstanding, that the House 
had been made to believe that it had merely to transfer authority, and that 
no change in the method of treatment of certain prisoners was proposed or 
suspected. Lord Mayo made a most remarkable statement. Allowing 
thai the law did not make any specific provision for political misdemeanants ^ 
he proceeded to show that the Government had done what the law had left 
undone, 

** The Board of Superintendence could only relax some rules ; others were 
* relaxed hy the authority and on the recommendation of the Government,^ The 
statute placed Messrs. Sullivan and Pigott on the footing of common criminals in 
Ireland ; the Chief Secretary took up rule after rule for the treatment of first-class 
misdemeanants in Oxford Jail, and declared the Irish prisoners had been treated iu 
accordance with these rules, nothwithstanding the statute. They were not placed 
with any other class of prisoners, were permitted to wear their own clothes, to pro- 
vide wine (mulled claret) or ale (no medical certificate being required), and food ; 
they were not required to perform any menial office, and had their exercise in the 
open air apart from other prisoners. They could have more time if they liked. 
They were allowed, he believed, to have any periodical or books they wished for. 
The rule as regards visits had been relaxed, and would further be relaxed, so that 
they might see their friends without the presence of a jail officer." — (Sigerson, 
Freeman^ March 28.) 

Lord Mayo thus acted in Ireland as the Home Secretary had done in 
•* ** \. ' ^^ ^^® ®^ Fergus O'Connor and Henry Yincent, in England. Me inter- 

spite oi tr©ciim» /. -m » .. j* i ' • t*7*/ i t 

cai inability to jerea tn spite oj MS tnabiLity to do so, 

do so. 

"I have taken upon myself,*' he said, "as an officer of the Govern- 
ment, on my own authority, to authorize a very large departure from the 
rules which the Board of Superintendence have laid down. In that 
respect I have, perhaps, assumed an authority which did not altogether 
belong to me. I felt so strongly that the regulations, made by the Board 
of Superintendence for the Richmond Bridewell, were not intended for the 
treatment of prisoners convicted of this class of offence, that I felt it my 
duty to authorize a departure from the rules. In doing so I believe I have 
only fulfilled my duty.'* Why cannot Mr. Balfour follow in the foot- 
steps of Lord Mayo ? 

Before leaving the question of home precedent, it may he well to point 
out that Lord Aberdare evidently appreciates the justice of the principle 
of the classification of prisoners according to the nature of their offences. 
The Committee of which he has lately been the chairman clearly acquiesce 
in it also. However that may be, the following incident shows that Lord 
Aberdare, at all events, is sound upon the question. One of the most im- 
portant official documents, bearing upon the distinctive treatment of dif- 
ferent classes of prisoners, overissued, came from his pen. In 1869, 
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two Fenian prisoners, at "Woking, complained that the diet they received 
was not of a sufficiently nourishing nature to property maintain their health. 
In answer to the complaint we read : — 

** Mr. Bruce " (Lord Aberdare, then Home Secretary) ** gathers from the 
representations in the memorial that it is not so much a more generous 
as a different diet which they (the "Woking prisoners) ask for, and 
he is of opinion that, in the case of these political prisonersy some relaxa- 
tion of the strict rules of diet might, in accordance with the practice of 
most countries^ be allowed." 

r 

Here, of course, Lord Aberdare concedes two very important points : 
1st. That political prisoners should be subjected to an absolutely distinct^ 
apart from a merely generous, method of treatment. 2nd. That this dis- 
tinction is sanctioned by the practice of most foreign nations. It is a pity 
Lord Aberdare did not impress his views strongly upon the late Commission. 
It would not have been an unpardonable sin if they had gone outside 
their letter of instruction, as the Devon Commission did in 1870 (see page 3). 

I will now proceed to concedes shortly the treatment of political What precedent 
prisoners according to the practice of foreign nations. The precedents Jt^i^onie teaches 
I have been enabled to quote, show — Istly, that although the law had 
never recognized political offences, traditional custom demands that poli- 
tical offenders should be subjected to a distinctive method of treatment ; 
2ndly, thatthe attempts previously made, both in England and Ireland, to 
degrade political prisoners to the level of the common convict have in- 
variably failed ; 3rdly, that men previously convicted of precisely the same 
crimes committed by the prisoners of to-day were treated as political 
offenders, and that, consequently, the men convicted under the Crimes 
Act of 1887 are political prisoners; 4thly, that inasmuch as Mr. 
Balfour seems inclined to carry to the bitter end the system which 
failed in 1839, 1865. and in 1868, it is expedient that the law should 
be amended, and a rigid system of classification of prisoners adopted, 
in order that the treatment of prisoners may no longer be regulated 
by mere custom, which, though generally considered so important a 
portion of the British Constitution, can be so easily and lightly put 
aside by those in authority. 

In France a system of classification of prisoners according to their Forei^ 
offences has long been adopted. The Devon Commission before con- l^n^e^' jy^ 
eluding their investigations, despatched one of their number, the late Lyons' report] 
Dr. Lyons, to inquire into the system of prison discipline in that country. 
Much useful information on the subject may be gleaned from Dr. 
Lyons' report, which is attached as an appendix to the Blue Book, con- 
taining the evidence given before the Commission. It would appear 
from this document that it is the expressed rule of the law that 
persons condemned for mere infringements of police regulations, politi- 
cal prisoners, debtors, and some others, are not required to undergo 
physical labour. The dietary of the political prisoners included meat, 
cooked vegetables, and claret (See Dr. Lyons' report). 
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<* Independent of the foregoing dietaxT," we lure told, politxoal pii- 
soners axe granted about a pound and a-tnird of white bread daily, and 
nearly a pint of wine. Besides all this, they could purchase extra sup- 
plies of food at the canteen or from without, but as regards visits, politi- 
cal offenders had the right to receive their friends in the govemor^s 
parlour. Prisoners convicted of political offences connected with the 
press, were allowed to receive their families in their own apartment, 
and these might, and, as a matter of fact, did very often, spend the whole 
day with the prisoners, taking even their meals with them. 

Political But the most important point is the absolute non-existence in France 

fSnce "no ^ association with convicts. This principle is not there regulated merely 
enforced by traditional custom. It is part of the law, and has been enforced by, 

a^cUi^nwith ^^^ strengthened by numberless special State documents. A political 
prisoner in France is always separated from the convicts in whatever jail he 
is confined. Whenever, however, political prisoners become numerous, a 
special quarter is created for them, in one or other of the Maison Cen- 
trales, by decree of the Prefect. Such a quarter, " for the detention of 
political offenders . . . affords many facilities to the prisoners for gaining 
little luxuries and enjoyments.*' " Thus," says the official docimient, " the 
Government, in accord on this subject with public opinion, traced from 
the commencement a line of demarcation hetween the political transport 
and the ordinary criminal/^ 

Official docn- The following are extracts from an official decree, creating such a 

SSwiafouSSIrs *l^^^®^ ^ I ^^^® described. It was issued under the Empire, by M, 
for poUticai Pi6tri, Prefect of the Seine, in February, 1867. 

pxifloners, 

** Article I. — ^There is created at the House of Correction of St. Pelagie a 
a Special Quarter, destined for political prisoners condemned to less than a year 
and a day of imprisonment. 

" Article II. — ^The prisoner placed in the quarter in question, shall be admitted 
to the exertional alimentary regimen accorded to political prisoners, and comprising 
per day 600 grammes (one pound and a third) of wheat bread, and a demi-litre 
(nearly a pint) of wine, ana (per week) five full rations and two meagre. The 
prisoner may procure aliments from without under control of the governor, who 
must oppose dishes of luxury. No prisoner shall cause to be brought in more than 
one litre (nearly a (juart) of wine per day. The introduction of alcoholic liquors 
continues to be strictly interdicted. 

•* Article III. — ^The prisoners may communicate amongst themselves in the in- 
terior of the quarter reserved for them. They will communicate in a parloor 
attached to the quarter, by permission granted in the Bureaux of the Prefecture of 
Police, as well with members of their families as with strangers who have shown 
legitimate motives for visiting them. Those different communications will take 
place on Mondays, Tuesdays, Wednesdays, Fridays, and Saturdays, from noon 
to four o'clock, and on other days from eight o'clock a.m. to noon." 

Two French M. Kacquet, and M. Accolas were political prisoners in 1867, The 

^soSrs in former, a prisoner in St. Pelagie, was allowed to absent himself from prison 
1867. on condition that he was present at roll-call. M. Accolas, being 

in delicate health, was allowed to pass his time in a room at St. 

Louis hospital, where he daily received his friends in dozens. We 
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wQl baye occasion farther on to consider who are political prisoners 
aeocnding to the French definition of political crime (page 29). 

As regards the treatment of political prisoners in France to-day, I refer PoUttcai 
the reader to the interview with Professor LSveille, puhli^ed elsewhere, KSSoSiSy. 
and to the letters of Count Albert de Mnn, M. Godr6, Paul de C^sagnac, Letteraof Ooimt 
and the other eminent opinions fnmi France, printed towards the end of this ^^^"''^ 
pamphlet, " Political prisoners,'* says M. LeveiUe, " wear tiieir own dress, 
receive visits from their friends " (this latter privilege enables prisoners 
in France to hold virtual levees, some of thepriBonets having fifty or sixty 
persons on their visiting list), and need never mix with the other 
prisoners/' " Jn a normal condition^* says Count Albert de Mun, 
** political olEences are not stricken by any punishment exceeding fine 
or detention. Most certainly," he adds, *' it is unexampled that writera 
or political persons should be subjected to the treatment of common 
crimini^s*'' 

So much for France. If Wm. O'Brien were a French politician he 
would have been subjected to cmtodia honesta — that much is certain. 

The letters which I am enaUed to publish from Canada and the Canada and 
United States show what those countries would do had they any ^^^^ states. 
political prisoners to take charge of. The treatment to which the war 
prisoners in the States were subjected was, as is well known, very - 
liberal. The TJnit<ed States has always recognized the difEerence 
between criminal acts and political violations of public regulations. I hold 
in my hand a letter from the Hon. Thomas N. Hart, the present Mayor 
of Boston. Mr. Hart is anti-Irish. I do not publish his letter, because, 
to say the least of it, it is offensive ; nevertheless, Mr. Hart is con- 
strained to say : " It is quite certain, in my mind, that political prisoners 
rfiould not be treated Kke common felons. Jefferson Davis was, under our 
law, a political criminal, and we treated him accordingly. So we did with 
otiiers.^' 

The proceedings of the International Congress on prison discipline, international 
which met in 1872, in the Hall of the Middle Temple, London, affords ^^on CoMreas 
hb an opportunity for learning the custom of all Europe and America, markabie pro- 
with regard to politiccd prisoners. The extracts are taken from a very cewHngs. 
able letter by Dr. Sigerson, which appeared in the Frmaan of July 12th. 

The President of theCongresa was the Sa/rl of Carnarvon. The Might 
Son, Mr. Bruce Lord fAhersdareJ^ the Home Secretary^ addressed the 
Congress and welcomed the foreign delegates, who included representa- 
^esjrom all the Miropean nationalities as weUasJromthe Vhited States. 
Capttnn Bveane and the Hon. Charles Bonrhe, Chairman of the Irish Frisowf 
Smrd of to-dag, assisted at the meeting, a»d imamwk a» no dissent is 
recorded on their part, their concurrence in the recommendation, which 
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followed the dehheration^ of the Comfr^sa^ must be assumed^ At the Congi*ess^ 
Count Adolpbo de Poresta, who was present as the representative 
of the Italian Government, proposed for consideration, and afterwards 
embodied in a resolution which was passed, the question : 

''Ought a kind of fmpriionment, consisting in a mere deprivation of libertj, 
without obligation to work, and without contact with other prisoners^ to be ad- 
mitted for epecial crimes not implying any great perrersity ?" 

Mr. Pols, delegate from the Netherlands, remarked that political 
crimes should come imder this head, and that, in most countries where 
penal codes had been drawn up, such honourable custody had been 
adopted. 

Count de Foresta would include all persons guilty of duels and 
press offences of any kind whatsoever. **In this category he would 
place persons imprisoned for duels, press offences, &c. Simple 
privation of liberty was enough for such an offender. To shut him in 
a cell, to set him to compulsory labour, to associate him with thieves 
and forgers, is evidently excessive. Let us consider that the 
persons guilty of these offences are frequently well educated, young, 
and uncorrupted. Simple detention in a fortress, where they could read, 
work on their own account, and see their friends, would be a sufS.- 
cient pimishment. By not mixing them with other criminals, by not 
even placing them in the same localities, nor under the same denomina- 
tions, the sentiment of their personal dignity will be preserved. ... It 
is not a privilege which I propose, but an act of justice, for ordinary 
punishment is too severe, and, moreover, unjust, when applied to this 
class of crimes." 

Professor "Weldimiroff (for Russia) concurred, that simple infractions 
of the law did not imply criminality. The Hon. T. R. Chandelier, speaking 
for the United States, said that the principle was recognized there. Dr. 
Marquardson, representative of the Bavarian Government, said the code 
adopted in Bavaria three years previously established the system of cus^ 
todia honesta. The result of the debate was entirely in favour of Count 
de Foresta' s proposal A resolution was passed. The wording is some- 
what peculiar, but the meaning, taken in conjunction with the foregoing 
statements, is perfectly clear. 

The Congress " expresses'its desire that in the various penal codes, 
framed or amended, crimes of passiony not implying great perversity , 
should not be punished only by (».^,, by mere) ordinary imprisonment, 
but hy simple detention in a fortress or other secure place, without the 
cellular system, obligation of working, or confusion with those sentenced 
to ordinary imprisonment. — " Transactions of International Penitentiary 
Congress." London, Longmans, 1872. 

Political offences are, of course, "crimes of passion, implying no great 
perversity." Indeed, as a rule, political prisoners, are men of lofty 
patriotism, whose crimes, though " of passion," reaUy imply no perversity 
whatsoever. 
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The knowledge of the resolution passed by the International Congress The Freeman 8 
might haye kept Lord Salisbury and his Government out of all their trouble cooSrS^^ **^* 
with respect to Irish prisoners. "Well might the Freeman^ a Journal^ of 
July 12th, 1889, ask— 

** Was there ever a more extraordinary prononncemeiit in favour of the class 
fication of prisoners ? Was there ever a more representative opinion expressed 
against the enforced association of different classes of prisoners or of offenders 
n^ose moral guilt diflfers in degree or in substance ? The whole system of common 
degradation aenouuced at an International Congress by representatives of Great 
Britain and Ireland, all the Powers of Europe, and the United States of America ! ! 
And yet, in face of all this. Lord Carnarvon, the President of the Congress which 
passed the resolution in question, can support a Government whose every act in 
connection with prison discipline, is a direct violation of the very principles, em- 
bodied in the international resolution to which he assented. And Lord Aberdare, 
— ^Mr. Bruce that was — having swallowed at a gulp the Liberal opinions which 
characterized him some short five years ago, thinks very little of accepting the 
chairmanship of a Committee of Inquiry into prison discipline, forced by the terms 
of the Letter of Instruction defining the scope of its inquiry, to disregard absolutely 
the principle of classification. But, worst of all, Mr. Charles Bourke can find it 
compatible with his ideas of consistency, to be the principal administrator of a 
noxious prison system, the chief characteristic of which has been the confounding 
of the illegal with the criminal, of moral guilt with infringement of temporary re- 
gulation ; the common degradation of the patriot and the criminal — practices all • 
strongly, directly, and diametrically opposed to the letter and the spirit of the 
conclusion or recommendation in which he, the present Chairman of the General 
Prisons' Board of Ireland, acquiesced, as a member of the International Prison 
Congress of 187^." 

It may be stated generally, that all over the Continent, political JJj[:?^^^^J^ 
prisoners are distinguished from criminals. The ctcstodia honesta exists in even to the 
Germany and in Austria, in which latter State we have the official state- ^ 
ment, ** that political prisoners are absolved from wearing prison clothes." 
Even Russia, which is supposed to be semi-barbarous, treats the Nihilists 
as men who may be guiltless morally. The prisoners are taken to Siberia, 
apart -from common criminals, they are allowed to possess books and 
furniture, and to bring their families along with them. Mr. Lansdell's 
* Through Siberia," issued in 1882, says that — 

** Political exiles go to prison for a short time, or not at all, and are then placed 
in villages and towns, where they follow trades and professions, and earn their 
living. The severest case of punishment of a political prisoner I met with was that 
of, I think, a Nihilist at Kara, who had daily to go to work in the gold mines, but 
on his returning he had a room to himself, some of his own furniture, fittings, and 
books." 

Mr. Balfour's policy is, therefore, not only in contradiction to consti- 
tutional custom at home, but is also opposed to the practice of every 
civilized, and even semi-civilized, nation in the world. 

The indications afforded to us by international law are extremely international 
valuable. The distinction between political offenders and criminals is tion Vefusedfor" 
sanctioned by the law of extradition. Mr. D . A. O'Sullivan, of Canada, whose political 
letter may be found under the Canadian Protest, quotes a few lines from 
Teaman's "Study of Government. *' Political writers, Mr. Teaman observes, 
have not failed to notice " the jealousy and firmness with which all modem 
nations refuse the extradition lortrial and punishment of fugitives, charged 
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witli political offences; and that drctfmstance ought to impress upon iAem^ 
the care with which they should proceed to the punishment of their own 
citizens for the like offence,'*^ — (Yeaman, " Study of Govermnent.") 

And again : — ** From the right and duty of surrendering such criminals^ 
extradition for political offences is always excepted, and there is a sufficient 
foundation for this in the common sentiment of mankind. That sentiment 
points to what may ultimately become the municipal as well as the inter- 
national law." 

JNTo country has more clearly defined its position with regard to the extra- 
dition of political offenders than Great Britain. It has been the boast of 
Englishmen that any political refugee of any country, no matter how deeply 
he may have sinned against the common instincts of humanity, may find 
within its shores ef Great Britain a ready asylum. From Orsini to Bou- 
langer — all are welcome. 

In 1858 Lord Palmerston introduced a measure to the House, which, 
if passed, would have considerably diminished England's popularity 
as the covert of fleeing politicians. How was the proposal received ? 
Lord Derby said : ** Not for the security of the sovereign of France, or of all 
the sovereigns of Europe twenty times over, would I violate in the slightest 
degree that sacred right of asylum to foreigners, by which our history has 
been always characterized." 

Mr. Gladstone said: ** These times are grave for liberty," and de- 
nounced a measure " which attempts to establish a moral complicity 
between us and those who seek safety in repressive measures, and which 
will be a blow and discouragement to that sacred cause in every country 
in the world." 

Mr. W. J. Fox declared that if assassins came into England, 'they 
had come from countries whose Grovemments made assassins. 

Lord John Eussell was appalled at the idea of purchasing the good- 
will of foreign powers by destroying the old established system. He refused 
to support the measure or share in the " shame or humiliation of it." 

Mr. Roebuck : "It has been our boast for ages that we have given aa 
asylum, a safe asylum, to every political offender." Mark the words, 
political offender. 

The measure was defeated by a majority of 19 in a House of 449 
members, and Lord Palmerston' s government was forced to resign. 

England has always resented in any other land the confusion of political 
offences with criminal acts. Witness her action in regard to the Neapo- 
litan prisoners — perhaps the only true parallel to be found in all history 
to Mr. Balfour's policy in Ireland. Great Britain boasts, in fact, that 
she is the custodian of the liberty of the world, and she will never, we 
may be sure, lend herself to the extradition from her shores of a foreigner 
who has. sought her hospitality, provided that his offence ts a political one. 
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Is it not, howeyer, logically and politically absurd to refuse to extradite A poutie&i 
a refugee because his offence is a political one, and at the same time P"*^"*- 
treat our own-political prisoners, as if such a thing as a political offence 
did not exist, thus encouraging foreign nations to treat as criminal, when 
in their hands, the men whom England refuses to extradite, on account 
of the non-criminal nature of their offence ? 

Constitutional custom in England and Ireland, foreign practice, and what has 
international law having now been examined each in turn, I may fairly proved, 
claim, I think, to have proved that political prisoners should be classiff ed 
;apart from the ordinary criminal. 

The question now arises, are the Irish Crimes Act prisoners political Are the Criiqes 
prisoners ? Some people would consider it superfluous to argue this matter, pout?^'^" 
and, indeed, it does seem childishly absurd to say that the Crimes Act offendew. 
prisoners are not political prisoners ; nor do I intend to enter into any proved* ^ 
^elaborate argument to knock down a supposition so patently ridiculous. 
It is often easier in mathematics to prove a complex problem than to 
logically demonstrate the accuracy of an axiom, because you have no 
previous demonstrated truth to aid you in the latter work. In the 
«iaine manner, there being in England no definition of a political 
offence, it is somewhat difficult to prove in the abstract that members 
of parliament and others, convicted under the Irish Crimes Act are 
political prisoners. We have seen that men convicted of off ences p^fecedent aays 
precisely similar to those committed under the present Act were ti»«y are- 
treated as political prisoners. Precedent, therefore, at all events, is 
tipon our side. 

The French people have not been so reticent on the subject, and ^ J^™* - 
numerous French statesmen have, in various official documents, defined p^iiuao* 
the term " political offender." M. Thiers, for instance, in a ministerial off«wi« 
circular, issued on the 17th August, 1834, proceeds as follows : — 

** The government," he writes, " has judged it to be suitable and in conformity 
-with public opinion not to confound in any case, political convicts, purely such, with 
other convicts destined for houses of force and correction ; and I have even decided 
that they should receive a better alimentary regimen, and that they should not be 
forced to work. But one condition is indispensable in order that men condemned to 
seclusion or imprisonment for acts, or on the occasion of acts, of a political nature, 
may, without any sort of scandal, be admitted to enjoy these favours ; it is necessary 
that it should be demonstrated and incontestable that they have cuUed under the in 
Auence of their opinions. Thus individuals who, on the occasion of political troubles, 
give themselves up, whether to the pillage of money or other movable objects, or 
to any other ordinary crime against social order, could not be considered but as simple 
malefactors ; while the pillage of arms (unless particular circumstances establish a 
contrary presumption) cannot be considered except as a simple political crime. The 
presumption should be equally against them who may take part in a political move- 
ment, if they had previously been condemned for theft, or for any other dishonourable 
action. In these cases the administration is authorized to think such men have taken 
part in political troubles only with a view to pillage and devastation. Their place is 
then marked in the quarters of those condemned for ordinary crimes, without there 
being moral ground for according them any favour. The purely political convicts 
would, themselves, with reason, repel such an association. Thoee condemned for 
political crimes of the Press must ncUwrally he classed in the category of political 
convicts.'^ 
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The last parap^raph is pecnliarly significant. M. Thiers ironld 
hardly haye classified Mr. Harrington as a criminal because he pub- 
lished in his paper outspoken comments on the administration of the- 
Coercion Act. In the phrttse, *• men acting under the influence of 
their opinons,'* we have a very fair definition of what constitutes an 
offence which is non-criminal. I say advisedly, non-criminal, because^ 
naturally, anti-vaccinators aiid such- like offenders would come under 
the same definition. 

A political offender, then, is a man who acts under the influence of his 
opinions. The term "opinions" must, of course, be strictly limited to opin- 
ions upon public matters, upon which there is room for legitimate difference of 
opinion. The murderer has an ** opinion" that it would be advantage- 
ous to him to slay his victim, and in so far, he acts under the influence 
of his opinions. The forger thinks it would be profitable, too, to sign a 
name other than his own, on a cheque for £1,000, and he acts accord- 
ing to his opinions. The Whitechapel assassin may have the very bestr 
intention in pursuing his erratic course in Whitechapel, and he may 
be said " to act under the influence of his opinions." But the prevalence- 
of murder and forgery would endanger the very existence of society, 
whereas the prevalence of offences against public regulations only 
teiid to change the law or constitution, or the existing relation of 
certain classes to the rest of the community. 

A man who claims that his offence is political must prove two 
things — 1st. That he acted under the influence of opinions, which be 
held not in regard to an individual or individuals, or questions affecting- 
them or himself ; but in regard to the established state of the community 
as a whole, or classes of the community as classes. 2nd. He must 
prove that the acts which he committed under the influence of such 
opinions, do not threaten the existence or safety of society, or of indi- 
viduals. If a man can prove these points, his offence must necessarily 
be a political one, or, at all events, a non -criminal one. A lunatic or a 
criminal (and Jack the Eipper is both), might prove that his action was 
consonant with the first condition, but under no circumstances could he 
prove that it is consonant with the second. 

MTiat the Irish The Irish members never claimed that crime ceases to be criminal 
Party claimed, ^jecause it may be instigated by political motives ; but they have 
claimed, and claim still, that mere offences ** against public order,"" 
**affecting men, not as individuals, but asmembersof the commonwealth,*'^ 
as Blackstone says, should be distinguished from criminal actions, 
when such offences are the result of political opinions, held by the 
offender. The Nationalist party is striving to repeal the Act of TJnion^ 
and possibly to abolish landlordism — that is to say, they are endeavour- 
ing to effect a change in the Constitution and of the relations held by^ 
one class to another. 

Offences mcOa There are two classes of offences against the law of the land — offences- 

^oliWtol,'^^ wa/a in scj and offences mala prohibita. As long as the Irish members- 
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and Crimes Act priaaners can honestly say that their offences are only 
mala prahibita (that is to say, that the offeaces imply no moral perver- 
«ity) ; they are justified in asserting that they are political prisoners. 
That their offences are mala prohtbita, or merely offences against puhlic 
regulations, is proved hy the fact that numhers of ministers of religion 
have thought it their duty to commit these offences. Many of the 
priests convicted under the Crimes Act considered that their offences 
were not mala proktbtta, but bona prohibita. What is wrong in itself in 
law must he so also in religion. To the English and Protestant mind, 
the fact that priests have hy word and deed shown their warm approval 
of various '* heinous offences" carries no significance. To the Irishman 
and Catholic it is proof positive that there is nothing to he ashamed of in 
these offences ; that, in fact, they are merely mala prohibita. 

Shortly, therefore, I would define a political offender as a man who, acting Definition of 
under the inflitence of opinions which he holds vpon ptiBlic matters, upon which political 
there is legitimate room for difference of opinion, commits an offence which is 
imly malum prohibitum. 

As regards boycotting, and certain forms of combination and con- Boycotting 
spiracy, precedent shows that they have hitherto been considered political Snionisn^* " 
offences, whenever they were the result of political feelings or opinions, 
provided that such offences did not develop into criminal action. After 
all, what is boycotting but one of the best principles of trade-unionism ? 
Previously the principle, as exemplified by combinations am^ong tradesmen, 
was illegal; it is now legal. We have learnt sense. 

I do not intend, as I said, to enter into an elaborate argument as to 
whether the Irish Crimes Act prisoners are political offenders or not. I 
have touched upon the matter of motive, simply because the Tory press 
and party have been harping upon it, and misrepresenting the Nationalist 
position, on the relation of motive to act, in the most shameful manner for 
the last three years. 

Selfishness is the true mark of crime, and no one can accuse Mr. Selflshnesw 
VilHam O'Brien of selfishness, whatever his faults may be. 

The Coercion Act was an Act passed to stamp out the National p^e ^^'^^j^^ 
League, a political organisation. It makes that a crime in Ireland which, 
is not a crime in England. It is disapproved of by five-sixtbs of the par- 
liamentary representation of Ireland and a very large minority of the 
representation of England and Scotland ; by, in fact, the whole of that 
political party which for the time being is out of power. — (See Earl 
of Ca van's letter, end of pamphlet.) 

If the Liberal Party were to come into power to-morrpw ^^y^^®3[d 
morning, the Coercion Act would be repealed within twenty-four hours, to-morrow 
and every prisoner convicted under it liberated at once. This is un- «®J;?S1^» if 
deniable. The assertion is not unlikely to be proved to be true, within the they could, 
next couple of years. There could be no better proof that the Irish. 
Crimes Act prisoners are political prisoners. The assertion, however, 
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that the Irish members of parliament and the Crimes Act prisoners 
are not political prisoners, is so absnrd, as I have said, that 1 do not 
think it worthy of further notice. 

The words of the Daih/ Telegraphy althongh printed elsewhere in thi» 
pamphlet, may here be produced with advantage : — 

"Nobody in private life," says the Daily Tehgraphy "conaiders, or 
affects to consider, that Mr. Dillon, Mr. Ol^rien, or others, are on a level withi 
burglars or thieves. We know that their motives are quite different, and that 
the leader of an insurrection may be an honourable and pure-minded man.. 
We must also be ever ready to make special allowances for Irishmen. They read 
in youth the record of a generous and impulsive people, who might easily have^ 
been won by statecraft and kindness, but who were treated with stupid brutality 
by the stronger nation at their side, their trade injured, their creed insulted, their 
liberties denied. In latter years they found themselves in a Parliament that 
l^ranted nothing to reason, but everythmje to outrage and obstruction, thus tempt- 
ing a whole people to the use of force. The sympathy of educated men for poor 
peasants, however^ even when it goes too far, is not' repcehensiMe. The ability 
and earnestness of many Pamellite members are enough to have won them fame 
and wealth in many non-political careers. We think, therefore, that to measure 
out to humane, hot-headed men the same kind of degrading punishment that is- 
awarded to rioters or moonlighters, is, to uae the mildest language, a deplorable 
mistake." 

If Mr. Dillon and Mr. O'Brien are not on a level with the burglar or 
thief, if they are not (criminals, they must be political offenders. 

On the 13th September, 1887, speaking on the Appropriation Bill^ 
Mr. Balfour said, ** he entirely conceded that political offences ought to- 
be distinguished from offences that were non-political.*' 

Ikiily Telegra/ph — Mr, BcHfimr — 

^ " The Crifenes Act prisoners are poll- ^ Political prisoners should be distin- 

tical prisoners." guished from ordinary criminals.'' 

A clear case proved from the mouth of two etiemies. The Irish 
Crimes Act prisoners are political, and they should be treated as poUticalf 
prisoners. 

As I have said before, there is some reason to doubt whether the* 
attempt to force William O'Brien, and such-like prisoners, to wear 
prison clothes, was legal. The prison uniform was originally intended 
as a sanitary reform, and was introduced with a benevolent intention 
by the State. It has long, however, been considered a garb of degra- 
dation. 

" This dress has too long been associated with all that is vile and con- 
temptible to be assumed by lesser offenders without a sense of degradation, 
a shock to the self respect, which should never beunnecessarily inflicted " 
(see Aberdare Eeport). 

The regulations contained in the 109th section of the Prison Act, 7th 
(Jeorge lY., cap 74, directly implies that non-paupers, that is, prisoners 
who have sufficient means to support themselves, shall be at liberty ta 
supply their own garments, nay, farther, have not the right to expect to 
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be clothed at the expense of the State. The 19 & 20 Vic., cap. 68, »oi^j^ct»eon. 

orders that prison dress shall be worn by all prisonei^, whether they are 

able to support themselves or not. The Act here mentioned, was passed 

in 1856, when the prisons were nnder the administration of the old 

Board of Superintendence. The Prison Act, 1877, 40 and 41, Yictoria , 

cap. 49, abolished the Board of Superintendence, aud established the 

General Prisons Board of the present time. 

In the rules for the regulation of local prisons^'we read — 

**In pursuaace of the General Prisons (Ireland) Act, 1887, we, TVancis 
Thomas De Grey ; Earl Cowper, Lord lieutenant-General and General 
Governor of Ireland, with the approval, advice, and consent of the Privy 
Coiincil of Ireland, have settled, and hereby approve of the foregoing rules 
made by the Prisons Board of Irelaad." 

Eule 28, relating to prison dress, is as follows — 

"A convicted criminal prisoner shall be provided with a complete prison dress 
prison dress, and shall be compelled to wear it." '^®' 

This rule, it will be seen, implies that every prisoner must wear a 
prison dress, whether competent to support himself or not. In principle^ 
ikereforej this rule is directly contrary to the principle embodied in the 
109^A section of the Georman Act, already alluded to. JNTow, the last 
paragraph of section 12 of the Act, 1877, establishing the General Prison 
Board, reads — 

** No rule shall he made hj the General Prisons Board inconsistent with 
a/ny of the regulations contained in the 109^A section of the Act of the 1th 
year of the reign of King George IF., cap, 84." 

The rule regarding prison dress, therefore, adopted by the General 
Prisons Board, cannot be valid, and its enforcement is illegal. It seems 
to me that if the provisions of the Act of 1856, with regard to prison dress, 
w;ere intended to be continued in the new Act, a provision would, or ought 
to, have been added to the section of the Act of 1877, somewhat to the 
following effect : — 

" Subject to any alterations or amendments effected in the said 109th 
section of said Act by the provisions of the Act of 1856." 

This point was first raised in an able letter in the Freemam!s Journal 
of January 5th, 1888. A member of Parliament may never again be asked 
to wear prison dress in Ireland, owing to the recent modifications in the 
rules; but it may be advisable for lesser politicians to test the legality of 
rule 28 of the Prisons Board, if it is again attempted to enforce it. 

Early in March T)r. Barr, the notorious surgeon of a local prison p^ Parr's 
in England, despatched a lengthy disquisition oi^ the prison systems '^^^\ ie<^ter;to 
of England and Ireland, to Mr. Balfour, and, having been revised by 
liim, it was sent on to the London Times for publication, on March 9th 
(see Sansard on the subject). Dr. Barr proves to his own satisfaction 
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what very iew people dispute, that the treatment of a common convict 
is somewhat better in England than in Iceland. That, however, 
has nothing to do with the main question, which is, whether the Irish 
Grimes Act prisoners should be placed in the criminal class ki a|I. 
The ^etary Dr. Barr dealt at some length with the dietary. He forgot to mention, 
2u^^«ano^ however, that the Irish Crimes Act prisoners, who are, as a rule, short- 
t^tin ^^f th ^^^ misdemeanants, are placed upon a dietary, 9. great deal inferior to 
Crimes Act that which the ordinary felon receives. It is one of the anomalies of 
pS^^trtLt t^e -A-ct of 1877, that the shorter the term of impHsodment, the more 
4>f the felon. s^evere is the punishment within the jaijL The Bench sentences a man 
to a short ter;n of imprisonniient becausiB his offence is slight. The 
prison makes the nature of his confinement more rigorous, .because it 
is short. Two men are convicted, and sent to prison. One is a Crimes 
Act prisoner, who has committed an offence against public order, and 
whose sentence is under one month. The other is a dark and danger- 
ous character, who has, perhaps, been tried andcohvicted of a homicide, 
committed under the most revolting circumstances, and has escaped 
the gallows only by a legal tecjhnicality. The political offender is a 
short-term misdemeanant. The other is a man whose crime has brought 
dowti upon him a sl^ntiBnce amounting to matiy years of confinement. 
The felon is refac.tdry — ^he is put t^ice upon "probation." Dfciring 
the fit'st three days the relative treatment of these two men is as foUoii^s 
{IVeeman, A^ril 19ih) :-- ' ^ ' 

POLITICAL OFFENDEB. CRIMINAL HOMICIDE. 

(Well-conducted). (Hl-con^ucted), 

3^ei^ast — 80Z brefid (and water )» 12oz. bread. 1 pint coffee. 

Dinner — 6oz. meal, half Indian, half 8oz. bread, lib. potatoes, 1} pint oxhead 
oaten, as stirabout (and water). soup (two days). 

^ ^ ' ^ ' ^ 12oz. bread, 1 J pint coffee (two days). 

12oz. bread, 1^ pint oxhead soup (two 

days). 
12oz. bread, | pint new milk (one day). 

Supper — 8oz. bread (and water). 8oz. bread, 1 pint cocoa. 

Plank bed. Mattress. 

Their diet for the first four weeks is — 

POLITICAL OFFENDER. CONVICTED HOMICIDE. 

(Well-conducted). (Ill-conducted). 

Bread — 474oz. 864oz. 

Cocoa — i)0 pints 28 pints 

Coffee — none 36 pints 

Snet Pudding — 31bs none 

Milk— 50 pints 3 pints 

Soup— 4i pints (weak) 24 pints (good) 

Potatoes— 31bs Slbs, 

Meal (half oaten, half Indian)— l^lb none 

The political offender during this period has received l^lb. more 
meal, 3 lbs. more suet puddingy and 47 pints more milk. The convict| on 
1)he other hand, has receiyed more food by 390 oz. of bread, 20 pints of soup. 
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5 lbs. potatoes and 14 pints of cocoa or coffee. In addition to all this the 
conyict passes his night on a mattress. The political prisoner, as a short- 
i^rm misdemeanant, is liable to hare the'plank bed during the Tt^hole of the 
term of his imprisonment. It is clear, therefore, that the political prisoner, 
in "being treated as a, short-term misdemeanant, is subjected to a harder 
system of prison discipline than the insubordinate felon in a convict 
prison. 

It may be said that this short-term sentence is rendered more why the felon 
. severe in order to make it deterrent, but this is surely the duty of the ^ """^ *'^**^ 
judge rather than of the jailer. The reason why the long-term convict 
IS not placed under the harsher r^^m^, is simply hecause the prison authorities 
know that subjection to such treatment, would mean that in six months 
the unfortunate man would either be in hospital or in the grave. Im- 
prisonment is healthy, according to Dr. Earr, and perhaps it is — for the 
convict. But if the treatment is considered too severe for the felon, who 
has years of healthy imprisonment to imdergo, why should it not be con- 
sidered too severe for the political offender? If a political offender can m 
withstand it for a month, why cannot the ordinary criminal, whose health, 
. we are told, is so well looked after in the jail? The truth of it is, that 
the jailer has taken upon himself the office of the judge. The diet is a 
starvation one. It is only when a man comes out of the jail after a 
month's such treatmei;t that his constitution begins to fail, and to show 
the effect of the treatment. Such treatment turns prison life into a 
torture, and threatens the health of men, whose offences the judge has 
condoned as slight, in inflicting a short term of imprisonment. 



It would serve no good or useful purpose to go into all the phases of 
prison discipline in their relation to the Crimes Act prisoners. Owing to ^i^2^^" 
the terrific, force of public opinion brought to bear upon the subject, and cipiineuos 
the energetic action of Mr. Sexton in Parliament, Mr. Balfour was forced ^^^^^"^ 
to make some changes in the Irish prison discipline, which will be 
found at the end of this chapter. It will be observed that the rules speak 
everywhere of " criminal prisoners," and if the Irish Crimes A^t prisoners 
are included in the rules, it is only because t}ie law now makes them 
criminals. The amendment of Bule 18, in favour of prisoners awaiting 
trial, does not concern us. The only alteration made is that visitors may 
now stay more than a quarter of an hour with the prisoner, i| such be ap- 
proved of by the General Prisons Board. Rule 36 is of no significance. 
Bule 44, as may be seen, is practically imaltered. Regarding Rule 35 
and Bule 28, on July 4th I addressed a letter to the Freeman^ % Jowmal^ 
over the signature ** iNTemo," from which the following are extracts: — 

** Every sensible man agrees with you that if any distinction is to be made between a. letter, 
political prisoners and common criminals, it should be based upon the principle of 
classification. Viewed in ^his light, the proceedings of Lord Aberdare's Committee 
and the recent modification of the rules regulating the discipline of local prisons, are, 
not merely * unsatisfactory,' but they are positively harmful. You have more than 
oAce referred to these modifications as ' concessions ' wrung from the Goveroment. 
Let us see shortly what the * concessions * amount to. 
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The hair clip- ** Rule 85, framed by the Prisons Board of Ireland, previously read as follows—— 

ping rule. < Each male prisoner shall have his beard clipped or be shaved at least once a week» 

unless specially exempted by the governor or surgeon. * 

" Now it will surprise many, no doubt, to learn that the governors of the various 
jails, where Irish parliamentary prisoners have been confined, had this optional power all 
along. You will observe, sir, that this optional power is not fettered by any limitation 
as to the grounds upon which it could be exercised. If the governor believed that the 
Crimes Act prisoners were political prisoners, and that, therefore, they should be 
* subjected,* as you sa^, to a * distinctive method of treatment,* it was in his powar, 
, if he liked, to exercise that power to * specially exempt * a Crimes Act prisoner or 

member of Parliament from the degradation which attaches to the clipping of the hair. 

" The rule, as amended on April 3rd, says— 

« * That each male prisoner shall have his beard clipped, ofhe shaved once a- week 
unless specially exempted by the governor or surgeon, on the ground that same is not 
necessary for the purposes of health or personal cleanliness.' 

This modification confers no new power upoii the governor or surgeon, since, 

there previously being no expressed limitation of their powers in this matter, thej 

could * specially exempt ' upon any ground they choose. Now, however, they ean 

only exempt on the ground of health or personal cleanliness. The governor previously 

possessed an optional power, the application of which was praotic^y limidess. Ho 

Vhat becomes i^ow possesses an optional power, the application of which is specifically forbidden 

ot the conces- except upon one stated consideration. Before April 3rd he could exercise his diacre- 

"^^^ tion upon any ground he pleased ; since that date he can only act upon one ground— » 

viz., personal health and cleanliness. What becomes of the 'concession?' Far 
from being a concession, this change in the prison rules is positively a strengthen- 
ing of the objectionable system. This matter is of importance, since Lord 
Aberdare's Oommittee has expressed an opinion in favour of the contmuance of 
Rule 35, as amended. But people should not be deluded into the idea that any 
concession has been made. The change was clearly intended to convey that impres- 
sion. It is therefore desirable that we should fully understand the nature of the 
transaction. 

Is this a con " "Rule 28, that which deals with the question of prison dress, has been modified 

session. ^^ the same narrow principle of health and personal cleanliness. If you, sir, regard 

the adoption of the theory of the classification of prisoners as the only way out of 
the present difficulty, I do not see how you can reasonably dub the change, even 
in this rule, as a ' concession.' I would specially draw your attention to the 
opinion expressed by the Committee of laquiry — * That the question of wearing 
prison dress cannot be decided upon merely sanitary groi^nds.' It is clear that 
the only other ground upon which it can be decided is upon the principle of classi- 
fication. If Mr. Balfour, therefore, follows the recommendations of his Committee, 
he will have to amend the recent modification in accordance with the principle of 
classification." 

On April 18fch, Mr. Balfour issued his long-promised letter of in- 
structions to a Committee appointed to investigate certain phases of 
prison discipline. 

The Freeman's ^^ *^6 same day I wrote as follows, in the Freeman^s Journal. 

Journal defines I may be pardoned for re-producing the article here. It epitomises 
o3ition towards the attitude taken up by the Irish Nationalists in regard to the ** con- 
cessions*' made by Mr. Balfour in the provisional rules and in the 
appointment of Lord Aberdare*s Oommittee : — 

** We publish elsewhere Mr. Balfour's letter of instruction to Lord 
Aberdare, as Chairman of the Committee of Inquiry appointed to 
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inyestigate certain aspeois of the prison system of Great Britain and 
Ireland. We may say at once tnat the instructions issned to the 
Committee are profoundly disappointing. We had entertained the 
hope that a full and fair investigation would he made into those parts 
of the prison discipline which have lately given such offeiice, and 
given rise to the fierce struggle and heated controversy of the last 
two years. What was the object of this great struggle? What 
motives actuated those political prisoners convicted under the Grimes 
Act, who have time after time strenuously protested against that policy 
which condemns to common degradation, those who wished to reform 
the constitution of the country, and those who offended against the 
common law of the land. The course of the agitation has certainly 
not lain in any desire to alleviate the lot of the ordinary criminal, or 
render less stringent the rules which regulate the conduct of the felon. 
The platform upon which the Irish Nationalists and the Liberal Party The iriah plat* 
have taken their stand has been the principle of distinction, the prin- ^o"^ 
ciple of the classification of prisoners according to the nature of their 
crimes and the motives which moved them to action. We were pro- 
mised by Mr. Balfour that the subject should be investigated, and such 
changes made in the system as Would be recommended by the 
Committee of Inquiry. The alleged character of the offences com- 
mitted by certain persons forms, says Mr. Ealfour, * one of the grounds* 
upon which compulsion as to the wearing of prison clothes and the 
cutting of the hair has been objected to. It is not one of the grounds ; 
it is the only ground, the whole ground — ^it has formed the basis 
of the present agitation as regards the political prisoners. This 
has been the argument which day after day we have been insisting 
upon and dinning into the ears of the Executive in Ireland. When 
Mr. Balfour goes on to instruct Lord Aberdare that, inasmuch as the 
argument involves the whole question of the classification of prisonersi 
according to the real or supposed motive of their offence, it is not 
proposed to submit the point to the consideration of the Oommittee, 
he simply takes from the inquiry all its substance and its reality, leaving 
but the empty semblance of a name. We say that the Committee of 
Inquiry is a farce. It is, as we first dubbed it, a collusive inquiry — an nnmm\H^ 
inquiry established to enable the Irish Government to escape from the a laroo, 
difficulties of an awkward position, while still standing by the tenets of 
their immoral belief. The Committee are merely asked to offer an 
opinion, upon the merits of the different arguments, that have been 
brought forward, in favour of a modification of the rules, in respect to 
the clipping of the hair, and the wearing of prison clothes. But the 
modification, if adopted, is to be based, not upon principle, not 
upon precedent, but upon the narrow ground of sanitary conditions 
of cleanliness and health. The question of dietary, the question as to 
whether political and such-Hke offenders should be brought into direct 
association with criminals — whether they should be deprived of all 
the intellectual occupations and resources natural to their class; 
whether such offenders should be treated, in fact, as first-class mis* 
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demeanants or not ; in other words, the whole subject bf the clfitdsifrca- 
'iion of prisoheris, the raism d^itre oi the {)re8eht aglttition, is to 'be lieft 
' tininvestigatcd, without the ^ale, so to speak, of this int£Ndt*able 

inquiry. 

^OMbjoenoimeic/i '^ The' personnel of the Coknmitt^e, does not really matter^ Lord 
the Committee. ^|^^are, Mr. Wyatt, and the three dfeparfcmental prison officials^ will 
do their work well for the government which they represent. We 
venture to say, now that the bogus nature of the inquiry is exposed, 
no fiberal-minded man would consent to serve upon it. There is a 
Btitig at the end of Mr. Balfour's letter. Th6 Committee are requested 
' to ^vise the government as to what fdterations, if aQy, should be 
made in the rules by which obedience to prison regulations is en- 
forced, in view of the fact that deliberate refuis^ls to obey the rules 
have recently become common. Mr. Balfour is informed that these 
occurrences have taken place in Ireland, but never yet in England or 
^^Sonenin^ Scotland. "Why is this ? Is it not because political prisoners in 
«»i^d *^® England and Scotland have always been treated as such, and have 
Midns^prison nev^r been condemned to the petty malignity, which has characterized 
dSKipiine. ^]^q policy of the government towards the Irish Nationalists ? Let the 
' tSommittee search the pages of history. Let them examine into the 
cases of Cobbet and other distinguished English political prisoners. 
." Let them then ask themselves whether these notable offenders would 
have tamely submitted to the same treatnlent as has been meted out 
to the Irish members ? We commend the point to Lord Aberdare. 
Meanwhile, we condemn, in the name of those Irish members who first 
organized the movement against the prison system of Ireland, the 
bogus inquiry which has been instituted, and which, to our mind, is 
evidence at once of the weakness of the position taken up by the 
' govemmenk, and of their failure to face in a manly way the difficulties 
they themselves have created." 

Mk. Leferre's On April 22nd, a letter appeared in the Daili/ News from Mr. Shaw 

!S!^^ntv! jjiefevre. Commenting on this, the FreemarCs Journal &g&in expUtns 
the position of the Irish Nationalists. 

** Mr. ShawLefevre has explained the question of principle, involved 
in the agitation against the present treatment of political prisoners in Ire- 
land, with remarkable lucidity and force, in the course of an interesting 

■ letter addressed to the Daih/ News^ and which we reproduce elsewhere. 
TiiSki agitation has been directed against a system. If the hruni of aU 
took has fallen upon one or two particular points of that system, it was 
merely because these particular points lent themselves most conveniently 
to ihe exposwre of the whole system. We have not contended during 
the last two years, merely that Irish political prisoners should 

' be allowed to wear their own clothes, and grow their beards in 
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luxarianc* if so inclined: If thfse tw« aspects, so to 
qaestion have been brought mora prominently bef< 
the other and really more important phases of the m 
becanse the enforcemoiit of the two rales in questioa 
visible mark of tbat d^radation, which has b«en ii 
upon the political offeader and the wife-beater and f 
last two years in Ireland. Whea pnblic opinion w: 
honest indignation of stordy loTers of constitutional 
by the bitterly anjnst action of the Irish Executive 
had previously been inebriated with delight at whi 
ability to interfere with prison discipline, drew up a 
rnles which removed to some extent these outward 
tion, and thua, to quote Mr. Shaw LetevrOi 'deprived the Icish mem- 
bers of their moat effective means of protesting against their treatment 
as common criminals, by relieving them from wtaring prison dreas>' 
This, of course, is no Bolution of the question, because underlying th^ 
objection to these two symbols of criminal treatment there is a broa^ 
principle — the principle for whioh we have been fighting, in other what m h«rs 
words, the theory of the classification of prisoners according to their bemii^iij»« 
crimes and the motives which actuated them in their offences. The '^' 
real subject in dispute is whether a prisoner convicted for a political 
offence, nnder a law expressly passed to stamp ont a political organiza' 
tinn, should be treated as a first-class misdemeanant or not ? The Grst- 
class misdemeanant has nothing in common with the felon; he does not 
sleep upon the plank bed j he has a separate dietary ; he is not asked to 
associate with the ordinary criminal society of the jail ; he can see his i^e Snt-elm 
friends, and has ample opportanity tor exercise, and is allowed to whi^ miadanwanaot* 
away the time with the int«llectaal pursuits congenial to his taste; and 
is, of course, not called upon to perform the m.Buial of&ces of hia cell. 
The provisional rules do not even touch upon these important matters. 
We were led to believ^ however, from the tone Mr. Balfour adopted, 
that the Committee of Inquiry which was about to be appointed, would 
go to the root of the qaeBtiou, and would institute an investigation into 
.the constitutional and hiBtorical justice of the demands made by the 
Irish members. The Committee of Inquiry is now, we find, virtually to 
confine itself to a report upon the expediency of continuing the new 
regulations. The main question is not to be examined, because, forsooth, 
the atguments in its regard would necessitate an inveattgation info the 
' whole theory of the classification of prisoners.' Why, this has been 
what we have been fighting for, this very theory of the classification of 
prisoners; and we are coolly told that the subject is not to be entered 
npon, because to do so would cause trouble and inconvenience. A 
oommission, or even a committee, not specially instructed by Mr. Bal- 
four, would have investigated and reported upon the whole theory or 
principle within a few weeks. The questions that Mr. Balfour should 
have put to the Committee are these — What constitutes what ia popn- wiutMr. BbI- 
larly known aa a political offence I Are Crimea Act prisoners in Ireland aSMB^S"" 
pgtitical offenders? and, if so, what treatment should be meted out to •»»« i***"- 



40 

ihem, according to justice and tbe fight afforded by history and prece* 
dent, and sanctioned by constitutional usage and express act of law f 
As it is, the Irish Executive, otherwise known as Mr. Balfour, has 
A aide fasve. ridden off on a side and materially minor issue. His Committee of In- 
quiry is a farce. His commissioners are political partisans* and sym- 
pathize with the Government in their recent Irish policy. If Mr. Bal- 
four imagines that a collusive inquiry of this sort, based upon false in- 
structions, and expected to enter a verdict in accordance with those in- 
structions, will set the question at rest, we assure him he is very much 
mistaken, and the sooner he swallows and digests that fact the better 
for him and his Administration." 

^^^AJberdare The verdict of the Aberdare Committee was not so fiivourable to the 
^***^ Government as was anticipated. They denounced the extraordinary treat- 

ment to which Mr. Edward Harrington had been subjected. They 
chafed under the letter of instructions sent to them by Mr. Balfour. " To 
V these directions we have endeavoured to conform," they say, "but we 
have been unable to suggest any alterations in the existing practice alto- 
gether unconnected with the general character of the offence for which 
they have been convicted.*' 

Tiie Committee Commenting upon the recent modifications in the prison rules^ 
changes inThe the Committee deprecate the extension of these rules to England, upon 
prison rules. the following groimds : ^'No necessity has been demonstrated for so sweep- 
ing a change, involving serious danger to the internal administration of 
the prisons and the safe custody of prisoners. To permit one man to wear 
his own clothes, while a poorer and not more criminal prisoner was com- 
pelled to wear the prison dress, would introduce an invidious and irritat- 
ing class distinction which would greatly add to administrative difficulties^ 
and constitute an innovation which ought not to be sanctioned without 
strong reasons, and even then should be fenced about with all possible 
safeguards. It would entail a necessity for additional precautions in 
ordering an increase in the number of warders, and consequent expense. 
Prisoners so favoured would have facilities for escape, which would com- 
pel the authorities to deprive them of many occupations in the precincts of 
the jail which diminish the monotony of prison life, and which are there- 
fore much valued by them. It would greatly assist the introduction of 
forbidden articles, and iacrease the efforts now often made to corrupt 
warders, and, not the least of its objectionable aspects, it would tend to 
confuse the sense of moral guilt by the knowledge of exceptional favour 
extended to the very worst criminals." 

The Aberdare The Committee does not explain why all these disastrom results will take 

Export ofth©^ JP^^^ *^ ^^^ ^^^^^ prisons. The Devon Committee reported against the 

Devon Com- extension of certain privileges to prisoners within the jail as detri- 

mission. mental to prison discipline. The Aberdare Committee do the same, 

but they have not the courage to go as far as the Devon Commission, and 

say that prisoners, in whose regard these concessions have to be made^ 

should be completely separated from the ordinary convicts. 
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Mr. O'Brien's letter on the Aberdare Committee will be found at the Mr. (XBiien's 
end of Chapter 11. Mr. O'Brien points out that if the Government seem ^**®*'* 
inclined to make any concession in regard to the Irish. Crimes Act prisoners, 
they will make it, not in consideration of the nature of their offences, but 
because the Coercion prisoners, as a rule, are able to maintain themselves ; gassiflcation 
in other words, because the wearing of their own clothes, by such men will sofutioa. 
not be detrimental to the sanitary condition of the prison. This concession 
<3otild not be accepted as final, and the resolutions lately passed by the Cor- JJjftS^^^^ 
porations of Dublin, Cork, Kilkenny, Sligo, Clonmel, Limerick, Drogheda, 
and Waterford, indicate that the Irish people will not accept any con- 
cession which is not based upon the principle of classification. 

The various resolutions adopted by the several municipalities will be 
found elsewhere. 

According to the regulations sanctioned by the recent modifications in Effect of 
the prison discipline, the rich wife-beater, the forger, and the light- <^*^»^®s. 
fingered gentry who relieve persons of superfluous articles of adornment 
on racecourses, &c., will be raised to the level of the political offender, 
provided that they are able to maintain themselves. 

"We are fighting for a principle — ^the principle of the classification of Condusibii. 
prisoners according to the nature of their offences ; that prison punishment 
sbould be in proportion to the degree of moral guilt actually attaching to 
the offence conmutted. The forger is a sinner against the moral code, and Foigemu 
no matter how well educated, how refined, or how rich, he is a criminal, 
and should be treated as such. Quakers who are unwilling to comply with. 
<3ertain regulations, anti-vaccinators, and the like, should be classified and 
treated leniently whilst in prison. They are not criminals ; no moral 
guilt attaches to their offences. To refuse justice, however, to the Irish 
drimes Act prisoners, because to do so would produce inequality of treat- 
ment where offences against mere public regulations are concerned, is to 
refuse justice to a very large class, because you sure not prepared to carry 
justice to its logical conclusion. Because Mr. BaKour refuses to adopt 
the right course in regard to anti-vaccinators, is no reason why he should 
refuse to do justice to the Irish Crimes Act prisoners. Mr. Balfour has Baifou^s oppop. 
himself denounced ** the cast-iron uniformity '* of prison discipline ; *^^*y. 
why cannot he take steps to remove this " cast iron uniformity ?" And 
instead of degrading one class of prisoners because there are four or five 
•classes of offences which, in common with the political offence, should 
not be lowered to the level of crime, why does he not boldly adopt the 
principle of classification, do justice to all, and leave his name written on 
the page of history, as the first man, who attempted to bring the English 
prison law into agreement with English constitutional custom and tradition? 
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APPENDIX TO PAET I. 



LeUer of Instruction to the Devon 
Commission. 



To tlie Bight 
^Hon. Earl of 
Beron, chair- 
man; 

TheHon.Cha8. 
Broderick, 

8tepheii£d.De 
Vere, 

B. D. Lyons, 
and y 

8. H. Oreen- 



Whitehall, May 10th, 1870. 

My Lord, 

With reference to allegations, 
which have from time to time been made 
on thie subject of the treatment of prison- 
ers under sentences of penal servitude, 
in convict prisons in England^ for the 
crime of treason-felony, I am directed by 
Mr. Secretary Bruce to request that you 
will, in conjunction with the gentlemen 
named in the margin, inquire and report 
to him : — 

(1) Whether there is anything in the 
treatment, diet, or disciphne of the con- 
vict prisons to justify any charges of un- 
necessary severity or harshness, towards 
the prisoners conBned therein ; or of neg- 
lect of the conditions necessary for the 
due preservation of the health of the pri- 
soners. 

(2) Whether the treason-felony prison- 
ers have been subjected to any excep- 
tional treatment in any way, or have 
suffered any hardship beyond those inci- 
dent to the conditions of a prisoner sen- 
tenced to penal servitude. 

You are authorised to call before you 
and examine any person whose evidence 
may be necessary to enable you to carry 
out this inquiry, and to call for and ex- 
amine any prison books, which you may 
desire to inspect. 

^ I am further to request you to commu- 
nicate with the Chairman of the Directers 
of Convict Prisons, who has been in- 
structed to afford you all necessary facili- 
ties for making this inquiry. 

Mr. Bruce has requested your Lordship 
to preside at the inquiry as chairman, and 
to communicate with the other gentlemen 
named in regard to the arrangements for 
caVrying it into effect. — I am, my Lord, 
your lordship's obedient servant, 

A. F, O. LiDDKLL. 

The Right Hon. the Eari of Devon. 



Letter of Instruction to Alerdare^a 
Committee. 

The following is the letter ifi^ich Mr. 
Balfour addressed to Lord Aberdare, 
chairman of the committee of inquiry, as 
to the rules concerning the wearing of 
prison dress : — 

" My Lord, — ^The question as to how 
far prisoners should be compelled to wear 
prison clothes, and to submit to hair clip- 
ping, has recently been raised both in 
England and Irelaiiid. One of the 
grounds on which the compulsion has in 
certain cases been objected to, d^ends 
upon the alleged character of the offences 
committed by the prisoners. This argu- 
ment involves the whole question of the 
classification of prisoners according to the 
real or supposed motive of their offence, 
and it is not proposed to refer the con* 
sideration of it to your committee. Other 
arguments, however, have been used in 
favour of a modification of the present 
practice, and suggestions have been 
founded upon these arguments, on which 
it is desired to have your comments and 
opinions. It has been pointed out, that; 
as a matter of history, prison dress was 
originally intended as a benefit to the 
prisoner, not as a punishment. It has 
further been held by some, that as the 
wearing of prison dress was not originally 
intended as a punishment, so it is not a 
kind of punishment which is capable of 
defence. Prison clothes are a positive 
benefit to the poor. They inflict no pain 
upon the hardened criminal, and the only 
person to whom they can under any cir- 
cumstances be a punishment are those few 
exceptional individuals who happen ta 
take the view, that wearing the prison 
dress carries with it some disgrace over 
and above that, which is involved in the 
imprisonment itself. It has been objected 
to these views, that to permit certain per- 
sons to wear their own clothes, while 
others are compelled to wear the prison 
clothes, would be to draw a distinction 
between the punishments inflicted upon 
the rich and upon the poor. But if it be 
true that the wearing of the prison clothes 
is not and ought not to be considered a 
part of the punishment of imprisonment, 
this contention would fall to the ground,, 
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;and the only distinction, that would remain, between the treatment of different 
prisoners convicted for similar offences, would be a distinction founded upon 
•conditions of cleanliness and health. It is possible, however, even if the soundness of 
these general arguments against the compulsory imposition of prison dress be ad- 
mitted, that, nevertheless, th^re may be serious objections to any alteration in the 
present system from a practical point of view. It may; for 6xampl6, prove difficult 
or impossible to maintain prison discipline, if the present rigid uniformity of treat- 
mentbe in any way departed from. It may also be that any departure from this 
uniformity would produce in the mind, both of the prisoners and th6 public, the im-' 
prcssion that certain classes of offendersare exceptionally favoured, and that, however 
irrational such a supposition might be, it would be so inveterate, that frdm the point of, 
view of practical administration it could Hot be ignored. It is these and kindxed 
arguments for and against the proposed modification of the existing rules, on which 
the Government desire to obtain the opinions of your committee. On one other 
matter also an expression of your opinion is invited. Deliberate refusals to obey 
the rules prescribing prison dress have, I am informed, never occurred in England oi' 
Scotland. They have, however, occurred in Ireland, and these or similar breaches 
of discipline, might at any moment occur elsewhere. Your committee are teiquested 
to advise as to whether any, and if any, what alterations it is desirable to make 
in the existing rules, by which obedience to prison regulations is enforced. — I have the 
honour to be, my Lord, your obedient servant, 

**A. J. Balfour. 

^* Irish Office, April, 1889." 
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EEPDRT OP THE ABERDAEE COMMISSION. 

The Committee appointed ''to advise whether any, and, if any, what altera- 
tion it is desirable to make in the existing rules, concerning the wearing of prison, 
clothes and the clipping of prisoners' hair/' have n^.et, and taken evidence, official 
and non-official, the latter including that of persons who had been subjected to 
these rules, which evidence they append to their report. 

In the letter of the 12th April, 1889, defining the character of the inquiry, 
you stated that it was not proposed to refer to the consideration of the committee^ 
the classification of prisoners *' accordinsr to the real or supposed motive of their 
offence," and we were restricted to the consideration of such changes as can be 
effected without injury to the discipline and health of the prison. To this direc- 
tion we have endeavoured to conform, and though we have oeen unable to suggest 
any alterations in the existing practice altogether unconnected with the generaf 
character of the offence for which the imprisonment was inflicted, we make no 
suggestions or recommendations founded upon the " real or supposed motives " of 
prisoners. 

That the treatment of prisoners, both with respect to clothes and hair, was 
originally founded on sanitary considerations only may be acc^ted as certain. 
The interesting memorandum of our secretary, Major Arthur Griffiths — ** A Prison 
Dress Historically Considered " — which we piint in the appendix, puts this matter 
beyond doubt. That this treatment, as time went on and the management of 
prisons improved, became an important element in prison discipline, is clear fronii 
the concurrent evidence of many experienced witnesses. The whole question, 
including considerations of health, discipline, and safe custody, is fully discussed 
by Sir E. Dulane in the memorandum which he put in as part of his evidence, and 
to which we beg to refer. 

The advantage of a uniform prison dress may be sufficiently stated under 
three heads, viz. : — sanitary, disciplinary, and general. 

I. (a) The removal of private clothes from prisoners on first admission is a 
strong and, in many cases, an indispensable safeguard against the introduction of 
infectious disease, and the constant use of a cleanly and sufficient prison garb tends- 
to maintain the health and cleanliness of the prisoners. 

(6) Prisoners' clothes have the advantage over private clothes that they cant 
be more readily washed, supplemented, and repaired without external aid. 

II. (a) Prison dress is a valuable safeguard against escape. 

(6) The prison dress affords the easiest method of classification, as by its- 
marks and badges prisoners are readil}'^ distinguished. 

(c) Prison dress checks the trafficking in and secretion of prohibited articles, 
to which prisoners are much addicted, and would be inevitably encouraged if 
private clothes were exchanged or added to from outside. 

III. — Even if the prison dress was originally intended as a boon to poor 
prisoners, it has long since been adopted everywhere on more general grounds as 
an essential element of prison administration. It is now accepted without hesita- 
tion or repugnance by tne great body of prisoners in England, Scotland and Ireland,, 
and recognized as a component part of the system — not as a punishment, or as in- 
tended to inflict a stigma, or convey a sense of degradation, fey a large proportion 
of the ordinary convict prisoners prison dress is looked upon as a right, carrying; 
with it distinct advantages. Thus, the prison dress saves private clothes from wear 
and tear during confinement ; it is more suitable and convenient for prison laboar,. 
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which, in many cases, is injurious to clothing ; it permits its wearer occasionally 
to bo employed beyond his cell in dififerent offices which are highly prized by 
prisoners — an indulgence which could not safely be extended to prboners wearing 
their own clothes. 

Such, briefly summarized, are the arguments offered in favour of the prison 
^Iress by official witnesses. With one exception they were unanimous in stating 
that in England and Scotland no objection to wearing the prison dress, much less 
any resistance to it, had ever been offered by prisoners of any class or description 
during an experience extending over twenty, and in some cases, over thirty years. 
In Ireland, with the exception of the prisoners under the Crimes Act, and a few com- 
mitted to Belfast Jail for trivial offences, a similar state of things was asserted to 
liave prevailed. It was affirmed that no repugnance to the dress had been felt or 
&t least visibly manifested by prisoners, English, Scotch, or Irish. In confirma- 
tion of this view it was ntated, and is beyond doubt, that many unconvicted 
prisoners awaiting trial ask to be allowed to wear the prison dress, either for the 
purpose of sparing their own, or because it was warmer and more comfortable than 
their own ragged dress. It should, however, be stated that the dress worn b^ 
prisoners awaiting trial differs from that worn by convicted prisoners. This 
general acquiescence in the wearing of prisan dress is doubtless due to its 
1}eing accepted as a necessary incident to imprisonment. That this outward 
■acquiescence, however, should not frequently he accompanied by repugnance 
to the asdre as humiliating and degrading, and tending to confuse those 
^ilty of slight offences with habitual criminals, can hardly be doubted. 
Whatever may have been its original intent, this dress has too long been asso* 
•ciated with all that is vile and contemptible to be assumed by lesser offenders with- 
out a sense of decr^dation, and a shock to the self-respect M'hich should never be 
unnecessarily inflicted. This feeling was energetically expressed by witnesses 
who presented themselves, who had been imprisoned for refusal to have their 
children vaccinated. Its occasional prevalence among Ulster peasants imprisoned 
for having been dnuik or other comparatively light offences, was also snown to* 
•exist by a former governor of Belfast Jail. The number of minor offences punish- 
able by imprisonment in default of payment of a tine is so great, and has been so 
much increased by modern legislation in connection with health, education, high- 
'ways, &c., that it cannot be doubted that many prisoners of this character are 
exposed to a painful trial in being forced to put on prison dress. **I am told by 
my officers," said the governor of Wandsworth Jail, **that occasionally men 
seemed surprised that they should be required to wear prison dress, but they don't 
make any further protest when they find it is the rule." The present practice in 
England as to dress rests on the Prisons Act of 1865, which prescribes that " a 
convicted prisoner shall be provided with a complete prison dress, and shall be 
required to wear it." 

We are advised that this rule can only be altered by Act of Parliament, no 
dispensing power and no power to alter the rule being vested in the Secretary of 
State or in any other authority. In Scotland the practice rests upon the rule 
made by the Secretary of State for Scotland, and laid before Parliament under the 
terms of the Scotland (1887) and the Secretary of State for Scotland (1885 and 1887) 
Acts. That rule is as follows : — 

"A convicted criminal prisoner should be provided with prison dress, and 
should be required to wear it. This rule may be repealed or altered by the Secre- 
tary for Scotland under the terms of these Acts.'* 

In Ireland, also, the case is different from that of England, and under the 
powers conferred on them by the Act of 40 and 41 Vic, cap. 49, the General Pri- 
sons Board have, on the 22ud of March, 1889, passed the following resolution, 
(Here follow the new rules with regard to dress and hair clipping recently issued). 

A sufficient time has not yet elapsed to allow the committee to form a decided 
judgment as to the effect of these new regulations as to dress upon prison discip- 
line in Ireland. What information could be given on the subject was supplied by 
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Mr. Joyce, of one her Majesty's iDspectors of Prisons in Ireland. Tbe committee 
are unanimous in deprecating the extension of such regulations to England and 
Scotland. No necessity has been demonstrated for so sweeping a change, involving 
aerious danger to the internal administration of the prisons, and the safe custody 
of prisoners. To permit one man to wear his own clothes, while a poorer and not 
more criminal prisoner was compelled to wear the prison dress, would introduce 
an invidious and irritating class distinction which would greatly add to adminis* 
trative difficulties, and constitute an innovation which ought not to be sanctioned 
irithout strong reasons, and even then should be fenced "^about with all possible 
safeguards. It would entail a necessity for additional precautions in ordering an 
increase in the number of warders and consequent expense. Prisoners so favoured 
would have facilities for escape, which would compel the authorities to deprive 
them of manj occupations in the precincts of the jail, which diminish the mono- 
tony of prison life, and which are, therefore, much valued by them. It would 
greatly assist the introduction of forbidden articles, and increase the efforts now 
often made to corrupt warders, ard, not the least of its objectionable aspects, it 
would tend to confuse the sense ol moral guilt by the knowledge of exceptional 
favour extended to the very worst criminals. If, however, it be considered expe- 
dient to make an extension of the prison rules, we recommend that the following 
conditions should be observed : — 

l.'That the existing rule should be maintained with respect to prisoners sen- 
tenced to penal servitude and imprisonment with hard labour, as well as to priso-^ 
ners convicted of felony and all misdemeanours involving fraud. To these should 
be added prisoners convicted of the graver and grosser forms of violence, which 
should be enumerated, and should not be left to the discretion of the judges and 
magistrates. In Scotland, where the distinction between felony and misdemean- 
our is unknown, and where sentences of hard labour are comparatively rare, a 
classification, as nearly analogous as circumstances would permit, would have to- 
l>e adopted. 

2. The remaining prisoners sentenced to simple terms of imprisonment might 
be allowed to make application to the chief officer of the prison for permission to 
wear their own clothes, under such rules as the Secretary of State may be prepared 
to make. Prisoners should only be permitted to wear their own clothins if it be 
considered fit and sufficient by the medical officer, and prison dress should be worn 
by those who are unable to get a proper supply of clothing, including a weekly 
supply of underclothing. It should also be made known that the prison authori- 
tieis would not be liable for injury to such private clothing, or for wear and tear. 

The evidence seems to show that, thus restricted, the number of prisoners who- 
would be in a position to avail themselves of the privileges of wearinff their own 
clothes, and who would desire to do so, would not oe large, and wonld, therefore^ 
be more easily dealt with. Even when thus limited, however, the committee are 
of ojpinion that it may be desirable to separate as far as possible prisoners wearing 
their own clothes from those in prison dress. 

We have said that, in our opinion, the question of wearing prison dress cannot 
be decided on merely sanitary grounds. Too many considerations of importance 
intervene ; but there seems no reason why the question of hair-clipping should not 
rest at this consideration alone, and this is especially the case where the imprison- 
ment is for a short period. The rules in force, or supposed or intended to be in force 
in Great Britain and Ireland, appear to be founded solely on this basis. During long 
sentences the hair is cut shorter than it is usually worn out of prison, but the humane 
practice has long prevailed of allowing the hair to grow for some weeks before the 
expiration of the sentence, in order to save the prisoner from observation and 
annoyance when released. Nevertheless, if the evidence we receive be correct, 
the application of the rule as to hair-clipping is sometimes arbitrar^r and unequal. 
Mr. Edward Harrington said that he had been imprisoned three times. On the 
first two occasions he was allowed to wear his moustache intact and untouched. 
On his third imprisonment at Tralce, his moustache was not interferedwith, but 
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after four days he was removed to Tullamore, where, he states, in spite of hia 
reference to the mle, and a request to be allowed two davs to appeal to tne Prisons 
Board, at Dublin, the governor insisted upon removing his moustache, intimatin^^ 
that if he resisted, force would be employed. We fail to see any reason for this 
alleged difference of treatment in absolutely similar circumstances. Again, two 
members of the Salvation Army who were imprisoned, one for seven days, and one for 
twenty-four hours, stated that they had their hair cut very short, a proceeding which 
seems opposed to the spirit of the rules actually enforced, and especially to that 
practice which spares the hair of a prisoner some time before his release. The rule 
for England is as follows : — 

^'The hair of a female prisoner shall not be cut without her consent, except on 
account of vermin or dirt, or when it seems to be required on the ground of health ; 
and the hair of a male criminal prisoner shall not be cut closer than may be neces- 
saiy for purposes of health and cleanliness." 

It might possibly assist in 'securing uniformity if the following words were 
added at the end of the rule after ** cleanliness" — ''and not at all when not so 
necessary.'* In Scotland the rule is — 

« Every prisoner shall obey such regulations as regards washing, bathing, and 
hair cuttiuff as may, from time to time, oe established with a view to the mamten- 
ance of )ieidth. and cleanliness." 

We reconmiend the adoption of an identical rule for Great Britain sjA 
Ireland. 

We are requested to advise as to whether any, and, if any, what alteration it i^ 
desirable to make in the existing rules by which obedience to the prison regulationa 
as to dress is enforced. We have been unable to ascertain that any special rules for 
dealing with this form of disobedience have been devised. Each case appears to 
have been dealt with according to its special circumstances, but we are unable to- 
oggest any regulations upon the subject. 

(Signed), 
• Abebdabe. 

DuciE. 
W. H. Wyatt. 

BOUBKE, 

W. J. Stopper, 
A. Beatone Bell, 

0. E. TflOBNHILL, 

To Bight Hon. A. J. Balfour. 
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NEW RULE. 

Rule 18. 
18. Each such prisoner shall he per- 
mitted to be Tisited bj one person, or (if 
circumstances permit) by two persons at 
the same time, for a quarter of an hour, 
or for such further time as the Prisons 
Board or the goTernor may deem neces- 
sary, on any week-day, during such hours 
«8 may from time to time be appointed* 



OLD RULE. 

Bach such prisoner shall be permiUed 
to be visited by one person, or (if cir- 
cumstances permit) by two persons »t 
the same time, for a quarter of an hour 
on any week-day, during such hours as 
may from time to time be appointed* 



Rule 28. 

28. A conyicted criminal prisoner shall 
be provided with a complete prison dress, 
and shfldl be required to wear it, unless 
the General Prisons Board shall, by ord A*, 
in writing, otherwise direct, on the 
grounds that the wearing of such dress is 
not necessary for the purposes of health 
4)r personal cleanliness. 



OLD RULE. 

A conyicted criminal prisoner shall be 
provided with a complete prison dress^ 
and shall be required to wear it. 



Bulb 35. 

35. Each male prisoner shall have his 
t)eard clipped, or oe shaved at least once 
a week, unless specially exempted by the 
governor or surgeon, on the grounds that 
the same is not necessary for the purposes 
of health or personal cleanliness. 



Rule 36. 

36. The hair of a female prisoner shall 
not be cut without her consent, except on 
account of vermin or dirt, or when the 
surgeon deems it requisite on the ground 
of health ; and if the hair of male crimi- 
nal prisoners be cut, it shall not be cut 
closer than may be necessary for the pur- 
poses of health and cleanliness. 



Rule 44. 

44. Criminal prisoners, if employed at 
work in their own cells, shall be per- 
mitted to take such exercise in the open 
air as the surgeon may deem necessary 
for their health — such exercise to be 
taken at such times and places^ and sub- 
ject to such conditions, as the governor 
or surgeon may direct. 



OLD RULE. 
Each male prisoner shall have his 

beard clipped, or be shaved once a week^ 

except specially exempted by the gover* 

nor or surgeon. 

OLD RULE. 
The hair of a female prisoner shall not 
be cut without her consent, except on 
account of vermin or dirt, or when the 
surgeon deems it requisite on the grounds 
of health ; and the hair of male crimi- 
nal prisoners shall not be cut closer thaa 
may be necessary for purposes of health 
and cleanliness. 

OLD RULE. 
Criminal prisoners, if employed at 
work in their own cells, shall be per- 
mitted to take such exercise in the open 
air as the surgeon may deem necessa ry 
for their health. 



i 



33att Ih 



THE INCIDENTS OF THE PAST THREE YEARS. 

Mb. Balfotjb and Mr. BaLfour's Coercion Act, between them, are respon- Three thousanci 
sible for bringing the question of the treatment of political prisoners to ''i*^*""^ 
that acute stage at which it presses for immediate settlement. Prior to 
the passing, and the three years of gentle but resolute administration, of 
the Coercion Act, political prisoners, even Irish political prisoners, counted 
only by the dozen. Since then they have counted by the thousand. It 
is hard to get at the precise figures of the victims of Mr. Balfour's three 
years of coercion, but we are under the mark at fixing it at three thou- 
sand. This number includes twenty-six members of Parliament — more 
than a fourth of the entire Parliamentary representation of the country, 
many of whom had to undergo more than one term of imprisonment. 
It further includes about a dozen of the most respected priests in 
Ireland ; the mayors of the principal towns — Dublin, Cork, Sligo, Clon- 
mel, and other places. Some scores of newspaper men from the highest 
to the lowest, proprietors, editors, reporters, printers, and news vendors ; 
town commissioners, poor-law guarrlians without number ; a sprinkling of 
the professional classes, barristers, doctors, and solicitors, and the elite of 
the country ; shop-keepers and farmers go to make up the gross total. To 
these must be added an English working-man's delegate, an English gen- 
tleman of large property and high position, and an English member of 
Parliament. The victims included all ages and sexes — old women 
tottering on the graves' brink, and young children not yet entered on 
their teens. They were convicted as ordinary criminals by salaried and 
dependent officials of the Executive, confessedly selected for the bench 
on the sole ground of their political opinions and services. 

The ** crimes*' of which these prisoners were convicted were, for wiiat are the- 
the most part, attending meetings, making speeches, or listening 
to speeches, publishing reports in the newspapers, refusing to 
work for or to sell goods to unpopular persons, or resisting eviction. This 
catalogue, stript of technical phraseology, practically exhausts the 
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3Ir. Balfour's 
policy. 



Mr. Balfour's 
policy. The 
object. 



Mr. Blunt's 
letter. 



'* offences" with which the Coercion Act is conversant. It will be readily 
f f It that the difficulty about prison treatment has reached an acute stage, 
when the best reputed and most popular inhabitants of a country are 
crammed into jail under a new Act, by new courts, and for newly-created 
offences. The difficulty was terribly intensified by the deliberate policy 
which Mr. Balfour thought proper to pursue. 

The technical rule (see Part I) which in England identifies political 
offenders with ordinary criminals has always, as will be fully shown here- 
after, been " more honoured in the breach than in the observance.'' Mr. 
Balfour determined that in regard to his Coercion prisoners it should be 
rigidly adhered to. From this course he hoped for two good results to 
the Coercion Government — ^First, to break down and destroy the energy, 
the spirit, and the health of his political opponents in Ireland ; second, 
by fixing on them the badge and garb of crime, to degrade them in the 
eyes of the people, and so rob them of their " dangerous " influence. This 
intention was fully apparent in the debates in the House at the passing 
of the Bill, in the course of which the Chief Secretary strenuously 
resisted every proposal advanced to render light the lot of the prisoners 
convicted of the new offences which the Coercion Act created, by the new 
tribunals it appointed. But the intention was put beyond all question by 
the letter of !N&. Wilfrid Scawen Blunt, published in the Times, March 
24th, 1888. Mr. Blunt, in this letter, enters into elaborate details. He 
tells how, in September, 1887, he was staying with a near relative at 
St. Clouds, in Wiltshire. The gathering was altogether non-political| 
and politics were practically tabooed. 

'* I do not think," writes Mr. Blunt : 

*' That the Irish question had been alluded to until, at the end of the week, 
Mr. Balfpur unexpectedly arrived to spend the Saturday and Sunday with us. It 
was on the Sunday afternoon that he oegan the conversation specially referred tq 
by an allusion to the Ennis meeting, which, it will be remembered, was the first, 
or nearly the first, he proclaimed in Ireland, and which was at that very moment 
taking place. His words on this point were too vague for me to affirm more than 
that it convinced me that he expected bloodshed in suppressing it. From this ha 
passed to the more general question of coercion, and 1 asked Mr. Balfour how he 
intended to deal with the Home Rale movement. ' You cannot/ I said, ' expect 
to convert the Irish by force.' To this he replied that I exaggerated greatly the 
extent and sincerity of the movement. It was not a genuine national one, but 
depended for its vitality on half-a-dozen men, who alone had influence, and if they 
were got rid of the whole movement would collapse. I asked him who these were, 
and he named the chief Parliamentary leaders, especially Messrs. Dillon and 
O'Brien, and Mr. Michael Davitt. These could be dealt with through the opera- 
tion of the Crimes Act if they dared to hold their ground. ' But/ he said, ' they 
are afraid of prison, and will leave the country.' I said, ' You will find they are 
not afraid ; they will gladly go to prison, because they know it will strengthen the 
movement, just as imprisonment has always done. The arrest of the suspects 
was the making of the Home Rule party before. * * Oh, no,* he said, * it will be a 
very different thing now. We are not going to have any such nonsense as Forster 
had. They will be quite differently deidt with. They will get severe punishment 
with hard labour — so severe that those who have not strong health will not be 
able to stand it.' * I shall be sorry for Dillon,' he added, * as he has got some 
good about him. He will get six months hard labour, and as he has bad health 
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It will kill hini.' I «in quite sure of the accuracy of these words, as they seemed 
to me not a little brutal, and Mr. Balfour had used a similar, thoueh not quite 86 
strong, a phrase about Mr. Billon in a conversation the day before.' 

' Kr. Blunt, wbo it is admitted on all bands is incapable of :wilf ul 
misrepresentation, is positive in his statement. He gives a number of 
corroborative details. He oballenges contradiction. Mr. .Balfour has 
evaded the challenge by pitiful quiW[)ling and insulting jibes. We may 
take it then that Mr. Blunt's account "wns^isrtibstantially correct, that the 
degradation of his political prisoners ivas the back-bone of Mr. Balfour's 
coercion policy. 3Sir. Blunt, while the conversation was still fresh in his 
mind, communicated its substance to Mr. "Wm. O'Brien, M.P., and Mr. 
John Dillon, M.P,, by way of warning. 

Hence sprai;ig up that wonderful duel between Mr. Wm. O'Brien and JJj- g^^"*"* 
Mr. Balfour : — ^between the prisoner? and his jailer : — which was begun in 
Tullamore prison and concluded in Clonmel. Mr. "Wm. O'Brien met Mr. 
Balfour's prison degradation policy, as detailed to Mr. Blunt, with open de- 
fiance. It hardly seemed a fair fight at first — the prisoner alone in his cell, 
the jailer with the whole force of the empire behind him. But Mr. O'Brien 
fotight Mr. Balfour out on every point and be^t.him op every point. Asso- 
ciation with criminals ; menial oi&ces ; and convict garb — these three forms 
of degradation, from first to last, he persistently and successfully resisted. 
The secret of his success was short and simple: the prisoner wa» 
not afraid to die, and the jailer was afraid to kill him. "We do not pur- 
pose entering at any length into Mr. O'Brien's fierce struggle in Tulla- 
more. The details are familiar to the public. He was ordered to 
*' strip," and refused, then he was put on bread and water until his 
health broke down. Finally, his clothes were stolen at night, and for 
three days he was confined to his bed. Then the famous Blarney tweed 
made its miraculous entry into his cell. Thereupon Mr. Balfour, at last 
finding the conflict Hopeless, gave up in despair, covering his retreat by his 
first letter to his dear Mr. Armitage, whose falsehoods Mr. O'Brien sub- 
sequently exposed in the House of Commons. Mr. O'Brien's fellow- 
prisoner, Mr. John Mandeville, did not escape so easily. Mr. O'Brien 
vainly endeavoured to prevent Mr. Mandeville from entering into the 
struggle. He conjectured, rightly, as the event proved, that Mr. Man- 
deyillv, being in a less prominent position, would be more ruthlessly treated 
than himself. . 

It was at this time the notorious Dr. Barr appeeired on the scene, nrst appear 
His functions are scarcely attempted to . be concealed. He was bS,??.**' 
chosen to keep the Irish prison officials up to the mark, in the enforce- 
ment of the degradation of political prisoners. By a curious "coincidence," 
as we are asked to believe,, the doctor entrusted with this delicate mis- 
sion turned out to be a North of Ireland Orangeman, and the head of a 
high I'ory Association at Liverpool. How weU he fulfilled his functions, 
appears from the evidence and verdict at the Mandeville and Bidley in- 
quests, to which we must now briefly allude. 
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Poo»*jo^ John Mandeville, a man of herculean strength and health, when he 

:Man ev e. entered Tullamore jail, emerged a mere wreck of his former sel^ and 
died within a few months after his release of the fatal delicacy and 
disease, contracted through the hrutality (no milder word can express it) 
to which he was subjected in prison. Every obstacle was thrown by the 
police (doubtless, acting on instructions from head-quarters) in the way of 
an inquest. It was hinted to Mrs. Mondeville, that the charge of 
drunkenness — a charge which the evidence subsequently showed was with- 
out the shadow of foundation — ^would be made against the dead man, if 
the inquiry was permitted to proceed. But the inquiry proceeded not- 
withstanding. We remember nothing more touching ever detailed in 
court than the poor widow's evidence of her dead husbaud's ** confidences 
as between man and wife," after he was released from the prison which 
was made a hell upon earth to him in the vain hope of breaking his de- 
termined spirit.. 

THE WIDOWS EVIDENCE. 

Mrs. Mande- ^^^- MaudeviUe, widow of deceased, examined by The MacDermott, at 

iruie's evidence the inquest at Mitchelstown, on. Tuesday, July 18, 1888, said — 

at the inquest. 

" She was married to deceased in February, 1880. He was about 38 years of 

age. As to bis health, she had known him from his boyhood, and had always Looked 
on him as the strongest man she erer knew. He was sent to prison on the 2Ist Octo- 
ber, 1887. From the time of his marriage up to that period he continued in good 
health. He came home on Christmas eve. His appearance was then greatly altered ; 
his lips were blue ; he became pale and thin ; his ejes were sore, and he could not 
read by lamplight. Before he went to prison he could write a fair, firm hand, bat 
after that time his handwriting was very shaky. For the first month after he came 
out he could hardly write. He complained of the trouble of walking. Between the 
time he left prison and his death he was always complaining of Tullamore ; he said 
he neyer recorered his strength. He complained of his throat, and of a cough. As 
to his teeth, he had a difficulty of eating, and he required more delicate food. The 
doctor in Cork ordered him flannel ; the morning he was going to Tullamore he was 
not allowed to take that flannel with him ; consequently his teeth were chattering^ 
with cold that morning going to Tullamore. He reached Tullamore about ten o'clock^ 
and got no food till one o'clock, when the ordinary prisoners were served. He left 
Cork that morning about half -past four o'clock. He complained that his throat was 
sore nearly the whole time he was in Tullamore. He s'lid that the doctor certified he 
was fit for punishment when he was not fit for it. What is the name of the doctor ? 
Dr. Ridley. His throat was so sore that he could not eat the brown bread, nor take 
the cold water, which was the pimishment diet. He took nothing for more than 
twenty hours. He told me that one of the Tang prisoners gave him a rope, that he 
tied it round his waist, and as he suffered more and more from hunger, he tightened 
the rope. Dr. Moorhead said he was seriously ill, but that Dr. Bidlej seemed to 
think he could stand punishment. Dr. Moorhead was a visiting justice. He suffered 
from hunger, and his mind wandered, and he said he prayed to G-od that he might die 
rather than that he should go mad. Before the sentence was completed they had to take 
off the punishment. They then removed him to another cell. He told me that after 
punishment he could not eat for some days. He told me, describing the hunger from 
which he suffered, that a warder was eatmg a meal outside his cell, and when he had 
done he opened the door and threw him in a tiny bit of meat, as he might throw to 
a dog, and he said that be never enjoyed anything so much in his life. (Expressions 
of surprise in court.) Mrs. MandeviLle then repeated that he said he prayed to G^od 
that he might die rather than lose his mind. He said they offered to put him into 
hospital if he would put on the prison clothes, and he would not.'* 
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" Did he saj anything about Slierenamon ?" ** He said that one night he thought 
he was a boj again, and that he was lying on the heath at SUefenamon ; that he 
thought I was lying dead beside him. He said he thought the Crucifixion was 

foing on, and that he heard music, and that this was caused by hunger and weakness, 
le said he had frequently suffered in prison from diarrhoea ; tiiat the doctor let him 
get stirabout, and, I suppose, some regetable soup, and he remarked to the doctor that 
jno old woman, seeing a patient suffering from oiarrhoea, would allow him to be sup- 
plied with such food. He said the light of his cell was very bad ; that he could not 
see to read. The cell was fla^zged, and the prisoners wore slippers so thin that their 
Jimbs were frozen up to their knees," eto. 

The evidence of Mr. O'Brien, his fellow-prisoner, powerfully corrobor- Mr. O'Brien:^ 
ated Mrs. Mandeville's. He described the ordeal, so far as the details «^dence. 
liad reached him, by which the strong man's strength was undermined. 
He described also his appearance when he first met him after his release — 

*' Mr. Mandeyille'' (said Mr. O'Brien on his oath), ** was then shockingly altered. He 
was a totally different man — shrunken, unhealthy, extremely nerrous, and frequently 
trembled. The daT he went into prison he was as magnificent a specimen of a man as 
he (witness) ever laid his ejes upon. After witness's own clothes were stolen from 
him, the chaplain told him that Mr. Mandeville was again on bread* and- water. He 
subsequently left the hospital and went back to ordinary prison- fare. Both the 
^oyernor and the head warder assured him that he was mistaken as to Mr. 
Mandeville, who was not on punishment diet ; that his punishment was over, and he 
^)vas doing well. Until he afterwards learned from the papers, he did not know all 
that the unfortunate fellow went through. The only thing he did learn was the mid- 
jiight attack on him?' 

From the governor of the jail, Mr. Fetherstone-Haugh,was extorted a .j^^g Governor 
description of the midnight visit of violence to Mr. Mandeville, when describes the 
four warders, under the direction of the governor himself, set upon him, '"^^'"siit scene, 
and stripped him, and left him all night naked in his cell, till at length, 
"when they threatened to drag away the last rag left to cover his nudity, 
lie consented to don the garments of shame — a glorious triumph truly 
:lor the administration of the law ! 

We have not space to consider more fully or in detail the savage punish- Dr. Barr'g 
ment to which Mr. Mandeville, even after he was prostrated by sickness, «^i^«°<»* 
was subjected for continuing to resist the further humiliation of doing 
menial work in his cell, or associating with criminals. But we must 
"briefly allude to the evidence of Dr. Barr, to whom reference has already 
been made. It was proved at the inquiry that after each visit of Dr. 
IBarr, severer and more savage punishments were inflicted on poor John 5^®if^*5j^ ^^ 
Mandeville, and if the coincidence were not enough. Dr. Barr's own visits, 
■evidence, on cross-examination, would sufficiently eidighten us as to 
the origin of that punishment. 

Dr. Barr, sworn — 

" I am decidedly of opinion that if he had had two years imprisonment instead of ; 

ttwo months, he would be alive and well in TuUamore prison to-day.** 

John Mandeville died, in Dr. Barr's opinion, of the free air, healthful 
^ood, and home comforts of Mitchelstown. He would have thriven for d^. Barr's 
two years in a fetid cell, fed for three days at a stretch on a scanty allow- curious 
^nce of bread and water, and robbed even of the poor two hours* fresh air ^p^'^""** 
4aid exercise that the statute allowed him. The only fault that- Dr. 
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B^rr fotuid with the prison treatment of John Mandeville was, that it was^ 
1^1^. lenient. . It is quite plain from his eyidence that he extorted Dr^ 
Illdleyfs unwilling sanction, to the barbarities that were inflicted, and 
would fain have resorted to still greater savagery if he had his way — 

. iSTou said t^ajb a slight attack of diarrhoea did not disquaUfy him from puniih- 
ment ? I say so now. 

You said so then ? I dare say I did* 
. You said it was not within the doctor's right to keep him off punishment if the- 
^risoiii^r was aUe to bear it ? I saj so still. 

Bid you say that the doctor had been too lenient ? Yes. 

You don't believe Dr. Bonayne*s evidence ? No. 

You consider that all untrue and false ? Yes. 

Unfounded ? Yes, and I stated as much about Dr. Moorehead's evidence. 
. . . You saj that with the treatment his death lay at the door of the doctors ? I con- 
sider he didn't get a chance for his life. 

tn addition to accusing a number of gentlemen of absolute falsehood, you accuse* 
these gentlemen of absolute incapacity ? I do. 

Did you say to any gentlemen in Liverpool that Mandeville was a great scoundrel 
and deserved wbat he got ? No. I^ay have used words to that effect. 

Did you say you did use them ? I did not. I may have used them, but I have- 
no recollection." 

This same John Mandeville was described by the governor of the prison 
as " a patient and courteous gentleman." Dr. Barr, whose character we 
may fairly gather from the extracts already given, is the man whom 
the Chief Secretary delights to honour, and whose letters on prison treat- 
ment he endorses, and forwards for publication to the Times (see page 33).. 

The three medical gentlemen, rrferred to in Dr. Barr's evidence, swore- 
point blank that in their belief Mr. Mandeville had died from the effect of 
the severities practised on him in prison. The Coroner's jury had been 
very specially packed by the police. There were on it, if our informationt 
serves us, nine Protestants, and the verdict of the jury was as follows : — 

" "We find that the deceased, John Mandeville, died on the 8th of July,, 
of diffused cellular inflammation of the throat, as defined by the doctors, 
brought about by the brutal and unjustifiable treatment he received in 
-Tullamore Jail. That we enter our solemn protest against the system of 
thd present Government, in awarding similar treatment to Irish political 
prisoners as- to common Criminals, and th^ cruel method by which the rules, 
are enforced. That we condemn the vile aspersions of Dr. Barr on the 
doctors, who attended John Mandeville in his last illness.*' 

The inquest on John Mandeville was rendered still more tragic by the 
suicide during its progress of Dr. Kidley, the doctor nominally responsible, 
who was present at Mitchelstown to be examined. Mr. Balfour has made 
a vain and silly pretence, that Dr. Kidley' s suicide was occasioned by the 
Nationalist boycotting and calumny, to which he was subjected. It was- 
proved on the oath of Dr. Ridley's own father a^; the inquest, that he had 
^evef been boycotted at all* It was proved on other testimony that he was, 
on the contrary, treated and spoken of most kindly by the Nationalists. . But 
in any view, the theory would be absurd that Dr. Kidley bore boycotting and 
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<5alumny patiently up to the momenttliat the opportunity was afforded him of 
rindioating his character on oath, and committed smcide on the threshold 
of his triumph. The reason of his suicide was found by a Oor6ner*s juiy 
•on their oath, and that a very curiously constituted jury, indeed. The 
police appear to have been piqued by their failure to get a " reliable *' jury 
^t the Mandeville inquest ; they exerted themselves doubly for the Bidley 
inquiry, and, as it will be seen, with astonishing results. We will come 
later on to the constitution of the jury and the verdict. A word or two 
now about the evidence. Mr. O'Brien's evidence on the Ridley inquest 
gives a vivid notion of the terrible pressure exercised by Mr. Balfour, 
through Dr. Barr and Dablin Castle, to keep the jail officials up to the 
proper cruelty-pitch, in the attempt to degrade political prisoners to the 
level of ordinary criminals. 

Mr. O'Brien swears, August 9th, 1888 : — 

** Dr. Ridley told me either on the first or second morning after mv arrival that Mr. (yBrtafs 
"the governor had gone to Dablin to remonstrate, and he intlniated to me that ^''"VjlJ^'S?^ 
Captain Fetherston-Hangh almost threatened to send in his resignation ? that he was rJSS?'''^ 
in a very wretched frame of mind ; and that he said, * Why didn't they do it in 
Cork ? Good God, why did they send them here, and why did they put it upon us ? ' 
-or words to that effect. It seemed to me that from the very first moment I saw him, 
several days before Dr. M )orhead had come upon the scene at all, that Dr. Ridley 
*was very wretched about the busine^is. We had fifty different chats about the 
matter. He generally commenced by throwinff up his arms and saying * My Gpd, 
why did they ever send you here ? * I said to him that I was sorry to have to be a 
nuisance ; that we would get on well generally, but on the three points of wearing 
prison dress, cleaning our cells, and exercising with criminals, that if Mr. Balfour 
was determined to treat us like brutes we were determined to show him we were men. 
Dr. Ridley used to say with a great deal of feeliuz — * It is monstrous and unnatural 
to be treating you like this, but what can I do ? * I have a wife and family, and 
I have to earn a few halfpence/ was an expression that he often used. I confess 
that the wretchedness of everybody around was an aggravation of the state of 
things already existing. I told him again and again not be alarmed oo my account 
— that I wanted no favour, and could accept none, and that so far as I could judse 
I could get on very well on bread and milk, and that whatever happened I could 
not blame him. It seemed to me that he was a kind, conscientious, and skilful 
man, but decidedly a weak and nervous man. Every official seemed to 
be under a superstitious terror of the power in Dablin — whether the 
Board or Mr. Balfour — they so suspected one another. When Dr. Barr 
«alled at the prison Dr. Ridley unquestionably told me that he had never 
laid eyes on the man before, and he had not the least notion who he was ; that the 
man had given no name, and that even in the visitor's book at the gate his visit 
was simply entered under the initials of * G. P. B.* I dare say it meant General 
Prisons B^ard, and meant that he came under the authority of the Board. Wheti 
wa were discussing his powers, as the doctor and I used to say his powers were 
absolute, he would say, * Oh, I don't know the moment when I will have the un- 
known on my back ' — by which he referred to Dr. Barr. The governor didn't 
know who the doctor was, and all the officials were canvassed as to his identity, 
and came to the conclusion that it was Dr. Barr. " 

Incidentally in his evidence Mr. O'Brien gives a striking picture of the 
manner in which the Castle capituLited to himself on the clothes question : 

** For three weeks," he swore, "after I got in the clothes I was every day and The CSetatle and 
night prepared for an attack to deprive me of them. For more than a week after Mr. qy^^?®* 
Balfour 8 letter, saying there would not be such an attempt, I was left sleeping in ^ ^ 
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my clothes, for I never slept in the night, but only in the day by the fire. Thc^ 
police were patrolling up and down constantly outside, and I neyer slept an hour- 
at night. I suppose fifty times during that period I pressed the governor and 
doctor to tell me frankly one way or other ; but it was during the visit of Mr. 
Maurice Hickey, that the governor told me that no such attempt would be made,, 
and then it was conditionally on my being in hospital. Then, and then only, oni 
that undertaking, was I able to take off my clothes. Then, when the stolen clothes^- 
were returned to me, it was in the most extraordinary manner, bit by bit. One 
day I got my top coat ; two or three days after, when there was snow on the ground, 
I got my coat. After that it was intimated to me that my linen shirt, that I never 
changed since I entered, would be washed for me, and next — six weeks after my 
imprisonment — the governor told me that the Prisons Board made an order, aparb 
altogether from the doctoijthat I should be allowed to wear my own clothes during 
the remainder of my imprisonment. I regard that conduct as either cruel ana 
barbarous, or as inconsistent and weak and vacillating on the part of the medicalT 
ofiEicers of the Prisons Board in general." 

What a picture is here of resolute but merciful administration of the law ! 
Mr. Lane, M.P., and Alderman Hooper, M.P., also gave evidence on the 
Ridley inquest. 

The following letters, published by them in the FreemarCs Journal 
early in August, 1888, were subsequently verified on oath at the inquest r 

Mr. Lane writes, August 2nd, 1888 : 

^He^'^th " During the time I was confined in TuUamore prison I got no exercise, as I would 

Freeman—^ not comply with any of the degrading rules for ordinary criminals. Day by day my 
interesting strength left me, owing to the confinement and want of food. When I was not on 

iacts. bread and water I was offered two disgusting compounds called ** shin soup*' and 

**8uet pudding,*' neither of which I could swallow, although I Was starving. At th& 
time I was very ill, but I would not admit.it, as I wanted to force my right to private 
exercise as a political prisoner. Dr. Ridley begged of me several times to go into hos- 
pital, * because,* said he, *if you don't they will starve you to death here.*' It ia 
not in the power of the Prisons Board to injure him now, and as the Q-overnment are- 
trying to shield themselves by traducing his memory, I have no hesitation in telling 
your jury what I told many friends after I came out of prison. When Dr. Bidley 
saw me sinking so rapidly, he said he could not give exercise, but he would give me= 
food. On the following days he brought me some roast fowl, and on Friday he brought 
me three poached eggs, * to keep the life in you,* as he said himself. Finally, when I 
became so prostrate that I could not rise off the flags, he said, * I must either defy 
the Prisons Board or have an inquest on you, and as I don't want a verdict against myself 
for killing you, I will give you exercise in spite of them.* He left niy cell, and in 
about half an hour the governor came in, accompanied by Mr. Alcock, J.P., of Cork, 
and informed me that Dr. Eidley had ordered me exercise by myself for two hour* 
daily. I went out , twice that day, and on the following forenoon, not being able to 
walk, I was given a stool in the yard. In the forenoon of the second day, Dr. Ridley 
came to my cell in a most excited state. He said he had ' got a terrible reprimand 
from Dublin * for allowing me out to exercise, that he * had orders to certify that I 
was fitfoi* punishment,* that the resident magistrate was to be brought in, and I was- 
te be put into the punishment dungeon, which would certainly kill me in the condition 
I was then, and he asked me to go to hospital as the only way to escape them.*' He- 
gave me ten minutes to think it over, and went to Alderman Hooper's cell. When he* 
returned, he said he had told Alderman Hooper the whole story, and that the latter strongly 
urged me to conform to his (Dr. Rid ley *s) wishes. He brought me a password fron^ 
Alderman Hooper to convince me that he had sent the message. I then consented to 
go into hospital, and Dr. Ridley said he would sleep easily that night, which he had 
not done for a week, on account of my dangerous condition. When I was leaving th» 
^ prison I asked him how I could repay all his kindness? He said I could do so * by letting 

the public know he was not the inhuman wretch the prison rules made him appear ;. 
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but he warned me not to my a word that would let the PrisoDS Board know be was kind 
to any of us political prisonert. I did my best to carry out his wishes in the speech I 
made at Tullamofe. I was sorry J could not do more, as I belie?e I owe my life to 
the way be protected me from punishment all the time he was there. He told me he 
was in perpetual conflict with the Prisons Board about the political prisoners since he 
refused to be present at the forcible stripping of Mr* Brien, which he reported 
would imperil his life. All the above I can prove on oath, if necessary, and Alderman 
Hooper can verifv the moet important part of it. Dr. Ridley was a most sensitive 
man, and as kind-hearted as he was sensitive. He was disgusted with the brutal dis- 
cipline he had to administer, and I have not a doubt on my mind but that the unfortun- 
ate gentleman committed self-destruction rather than face the ordeal of admitting that 
he allowed himself to be bullied by Dr. Barr and the Prisons Board into punishing 
X John Mandeville so severely. My mouth was practically sealed during his lifetime, but 
it is only due to his memory to protect it from the odium which his late paymasters 
and taskmasters seek to cast upon it by the evidence they are producing. Kindly read 
this letter for the jury who are inquiring into the cause of his death. — Yours truly, 

" Wm. J. Lane." 

Alderman Hooper corroborates Mr Lane. He writes :— 

** I can vouch for the entire accuracy of the statements made by Mr. Lane' Alderman 
M.P., as to the circumstances under which the late Dr. Bidley had him re' S^Si^SyiM^n. 
moved to hospital in Tullamore Jail. On the morning that he received the Corroboration 
information which led to that removal, he came to my cell, and said that he had of Mr. Lane's 

Sot into serious trouble with the Prisons Board, in consequence of having ordered statements, 
fr. Lane out to exercise by himself, that they had informed him he had no power 
to do so under the circumstances, and that Mr. Lane's exercise was to be stopped 
at once, unless he choose to take it with criminals. He added, that if Mr. Lane 
consented to go to hospital, the whole diflficulty would be got over. It was evi- 
dent froDQ his tone, that he wanted my aid in an endeavour to induce Mr. Lane tq 
be removed to the hospital. I replied that there was a great principle involved, 
namely — the power of the prison surgeon to order the necessary exercise for a 
prisoner at his discretion. He said that that was so, and that he felt the full 
lorce of my remark. I felt that I was in an extremely difficult and delicate posi- 
tion in offering advise. On the one hand, there was a great principle at stake ; on 
the other, there was the health, probably the life, of one of my dearest friends, 
who, besides, owed the position he was now in, and the terrible suffering he had 
undergone, to his devotion to our friendship in stepping into the perilous editorial 
post which I occupied when I was sent to prison ; for every one in the south of 
Ireland knows that to have been the true reason, while the ostensible reason was a 
passage in a seven weeks' old speech. The recollection of his haggard face, his 
bent body, doubled up from physical suffering, and his maimed gait, as he limped 
along the previous day in front of my cell door, through which I got a peep at him, 
and the thought of his poor bed-ridden father, then in his eighty-eighth year, and * 

of his sisters, distracted at his sufferings, soon decided the course I should take. 
I advised that he should go to hospital, as I feared further detention in a cell would 
prove permanently injurious, if not fatal to him — advice which I am exceedingly 
glad I gave, as his friends could scarce recognise him when he was liberated, so 
altered was he by his sufferings — adding that the exercise question could be fought 
out in my case. The deceased thereupon asked me to give him a password that 
would convince Mr. Lane. that the advice was really mine, and, in consequence, I 
gftve him the name of my assistant editor, as a token which Mr. Lane would re- 
cognise. The poor fellow seemed overjoyed at the prospect thus afforded him of 
escaping the terrible position in which the Prisons Board had placed him. When 
leaving he enjoined the most absolute secrecy on me as to the action of the 
Prisons Board, and but for the unworthy attempt that is being made to represent 
him as a willing instrument in their hands, I should never have made it public. 
But this is not the only instance within my knowledge of the fear in which he 
stood of, what I may describe as the systematic official espionage to which he was 
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subjected in his treatment of us. I have not the slightest hesitation in saying 
that h« sent me back to my cell from the hospital before my time through 
the operation of this fear. When breaking to me the intelligence of my 
intended transfer a few days after I had recovered from a severe attack of 
diarrhoea, brought on by the bread and water punishment diet, he did so 
appealingly, remarking that he had to safeguard himself against the visits 
of *the mysterious doctor,' as Dr. Barr (whose name was unknown to us) 
was then described. As I acted throughout my imprisonment with the 
strongest desire that I should get no official into trouble, and as besides I detested 
the hospital, which was one of the most miserably depressing places it was my 
fortune ever to spend an hour in, I informed Dr. Ridley not to hesitate to remove 
roe whenever he thought it necessary for his own safety. I can also say he felt 
deeply at a minute he got from the Prisons Board concerning his giving a miserable 
mattress to me, and at the ignoring of his order entered in his official book, that I 
should get exercise ; and, be it noted, during this time both Mr. I^ine and myself 
were in the same jail, lodged within a few feet of each other, and might have been, 
sent out together as a separate class for purposes of exercise. So much did he feel 
the treatment I was being subjected to, that he offered me brandy, clandestinely. 
This I refused to accept, remarking that I was very grateful to him for the offer, 
but that in the event of the smell of brandy beinff found in my cell by some other 
official, it was nothebutsome poor warderthat would come under suspicion, a danger 
which he at once recognized. My estimate of his character is the same as Mr. Lane's 
— that of a kind-hearted man, forced to perform official acts that were loathsome to 
his nature. He more than once informed me that there was not a man in the com- 
munity, whatever his politics, that approved of my being treated as a common 
criminal, adding, on one occasion, that none of the numerous justices in the locality 
could be got to order us punishment, in consequence of which, one of Mr. Balfour's 
removables had to be called in to do that duty. I also entirely agree with Mr. 
Lane in believing that the poor fellow's suicide is due to the shame with which he 
apprehended a public confession at the inquest, that he allowed his own manlier 
and humaner instincts to be overborne, in the case of Mr. Mandeville, by Dr. Barr 
and the Prisons Board." 

The jury at the With such evidence before them, the verdict the jury gave was 
^Mttei^y**'* inevitable, from men with a particle of conscientious principle remaining, 
packed. The skill and care of the police in packing them proved utterly unavailing. 

Here is a verified analysis of the jury whose verdict Mr. Balfour has 

presumed to question : 

1. The foreman of the jury, Mr. John Cotter, J .P., a Catholic Whig of 
the old school, anti-Kationalist. 

2. Philip Boutledge, Freemason, Protestant Conservative, hailing from, 
the Forth of Ireland. 

3. Edward Lennox, 'machine agent, Protestant Conservative from the 
Korth of Ireland. 

4. Lloyd Wrymouth, Protestant Conservative. 

5. J. W. Long, Protestant Conservative, a nephew of the proprietor 
of the Protestant and Conservative hotel in which Crown counsel and 
Crown witnesses were staying, and in which Dr. Bidley cut his throat. 

6. James Rooney, ex-Sergeant-Major, Catholic; politics not known. 

7. James Sheridan, baker, Catholic, anti -Nationalist. 
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8, 9, 10, and 11. "William Hunt, grocer; Thomas Hickej, dra^r} 
J)aVid Hayes, draper ; and John Baylor, Catholics, the only indication df 
whosfe politics we pbssess (a pretty accurate bne iti the south of Ireland) 
is that they were never members of the I^ational League. 

J 2 and 13. Edmund Bum and Thomas Eice, the only two Nationalists 
on the jury, admitted by the police, we are entitled to assume, because no 
othet flilti-19'ationalists and no less prejudiced Nationalists were to be found 
in the town of Permoy. 

By the jury thus constituted, the following verdict was found : — 

*< That Dr. James Ridley, died on the 20th July, 1888, at Fermoy, from The rerdict ot 
wonnds inflicted by his own hand, with a ra^r, on the same day, whilst labouring the packed jmy. 
nnder temporary insanity produced by the apprehension of disclosures cU the Mitchela- 
t<yum inquest f and thai he was compelled to act in his' official capacity in contravention 
of his own humane and considerate views. We beg to add," they continued, **our 
expressions of deep sympathy with Mrs. Ridley and Mrs. Mandeville in their 
affliction. We condemn the reckless and unfounded charges made by Dr, Barr 
(tgainsit the medical men and poor Mr, Mandeville, We are of opinion that the 
charges made against Dr.Moorehead, are absolutely unfounded, and that his reports 
and visits had a beneficial effect." 

The verdict does not require comment. The terrible disclosures and 
the emphatic verdicts at these two inquests, naturally produced, even in 
quarters most friendly to the Government, indignant criticism of the policy 
of torturing and degrading political prisoners, which Mr. Balfour had made 
so entirely his own. "We have oidy space for a single extract from the 
first leader in the Daily Telegraph on the subject, just published after the 
Mandeville verdict — 

"Kobody in private life, "the Daily Te7egrrap^ editorial continues, "considers, The Daily Tele- 
or affects to consider, that Mr. Dillon, Mr. 0*Brien, or others, are on a level with SJ^o„^?pJRjy 
burglars or thieves. We know that their motives are quite different, and that *^ ^ 

the leader even of an insurrection may be an honourable and pure-minded man. 
We must also be ever ready to make special allowances for Irishmen. They read 
in youth the record of a generous and impulsive people who might easily have 
been won by statecraft and kindness, but who were treated with stupid brutality 
by the stronger nation at their side, their trade injured, their creed insulted, their 
lioerties denied. In latter years they found themselves in a Parliament that 
granted nothing to reason, but everything to outrage and obstruction, thus tempt- 
mg a whole people to the use of force. The sympathy of educated men for poor 
peasants, however, even when it gees too far, is not reprehensible. The ability 
and earnestness of many Parnellite members are enough to have won them fame 
and wealth in many non -political careers. We think, therefore, that to measure 
out to humane, hot-headed men, the same kind of degrading punishment that is 
awarded to rioters or moonlighters, is, to use the mildest language, a deplorable 
mistake." 

But neioher the disclosu^-^s nor the verdicts seemed to have the Mr. Balfour's 
slightest effect upon the spirits of Mr. Balfour. We find him shortly Jj^^n^e of 
afterwards, in his speech to the coercionists at Glasgow, stigmatizing " the speeches at 
complaints of Mr. Mandeville*s treatment as childish calumnies totally ^a^h^ter!^ 
without foundation." 

** There had been," he said, ** a conspiracy to break through the prison rules. 
H© saw nothing but what was comic in the whole proceedingn. Was it credible 
that men with any sense of humour whatever, could suppose that Irish inde 
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pendence was to be gained by living three weeks without changing one's shirt 
(laughter), or by sitting in one's bed m a blanket rather than wear prison clothes T 
The complaint that punishment followed these proceedings, was not worthy of a 
moment's consideration. Was it not plain to even the understanding of a 
Gladstonian Radical, that prison rules could only be mantained by punishment, and 
that if a man broke the rules he had no right to complain of the punishment which 
followed? But all these questions about trousers and blankets would have 
been absolutely nothing, unless they had been able to advertise their sufferings 
in the Irish Nationalist Press, and for that purpose Messrs. O'Brien and Co. had 
found two ready tools in the shape of two doctors,^ 

Again, in Manchester, on October 19th, Mr. Balfonr alluded to the 
Bnbject of John Mandeville's death, and angrily denounced Sir William 
Harcourt and Lord Rosebery for the sympathy they had presumed to 
express. The allusion to Dr. Ridley's suicide is a fine specimen of Mr. 
Balfour's manner of dealing- with facts : 

" But while Sir William Harcourt — and this is the point of resemblance I 
Wished to draw between him and Lord Rosebery — while Sir William Harcourt is 
deeply pained at what he is pleased erroneously to describe as my attack upon Mr. 
Mandeville's character, he has not hinted a word of condemnation of the Nation- 
alists to blacken the character of a man for whose death they are imdoubtedly re- 
sponsible — namely, the late Dr. Ridley (cheers). They have been airing through- 
out the country this sham tragedy of Mr. Mandeville's death — a death which had 
no more to do with politics than any death that occurred in this city (cheers). But 
the real tragedy — the real political tragedy — of Dr. Ridley's death — they have been 
very silent about that ; and yet a darker stain does not rest upon the Irish Party, 
or upon the English Party which backs them up (* That's true,' and cheers). That 
man was a victim to a conspiracy intended to bring into contempt, and intended 
to blacken the characters of the prison officials." 

'nie fot^effect Two men, John Mandeville and Dr. Ridley, had, unquestionably, met 
policy. ^" ^ their deatiis directly through Mr. Balfour's prison policy, and through, 
the enforcement of rules, since discsirded and condemned, in deference to 
awakening public indignation. How many have been brought to death's 
door it is impossible to say. The less prominent the imprisoned ^Nationalist, 
the less hope there was for him of that publicity which was his sole pro- 
tection. We have but space to quote briefly from published descriptions 
of the treatment to which other Nationalists were subjected. Our first 
extract will be from ** The Prison Papers" of Mr. David Sheehy, pub- 
lished in a tidy little book, which we cordially commend to such of our 
readers as may be anxious to obtain a correct notion of prison life from 
the prisoner's point of view ; a matter of almost universal interest to Irish. 
Nationalists at present. The book is the more interesting from the modest, 
unassuming style in which it is written. 

Mr. Sheehy writes — 

Mr. Sheehy's ** When in the cell the governor again asked me to strip, and volunteered the 

^^^al^ opinion that having protested against doing so it would be now more dignified of 

from *' The ^^® *® submit. I did not accept his views, and he ordered in the chief warder and. 

Prison Papers." four other officials. We had a rough half-hour's wrestle. I had my hands locked. 

together. These they should open before they could take off my coat. I kept in a 

bent position, and, though the warders pulled and tugged at my clothes and hands 

with all their might, the hands remained firmly clasped, and I thought I would. 

succeed in defeating them. Then came the order, * Knock him down.' Two 

warders at once took me by the legs— one each— another at my back, took me by 
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the waist and lifted me off the groand : the two others, one at each side, helped to 
get me in a horizontal position. 

*' All had now room to work at me. One lying on my legs, held them, while 
another removed my boots* Two others h6ld up my arms, while a third laboured 
at my clasped hands. That fellow meant to succeed. He took my thumb in his 
hand, and putting his thumb on the second bone of mine, pressed it aS if to break 
it. The suddenness and violence of the pain caused the grasp of my hands to relax, 
and the other warders, seeing it, at once opened my fingers. My after-struggles 
were of no avail. Article after article of my clothes were dragged off, until the 
jailers were enabled to put the prison shirt on me. Then, leaving the remainder 
of the prison clothes in the cell, they withdrew to mop their heated brows and 
calm the agitation of their breathing. 

** I cooled quickly enough. It was a frosty day. The window, which faced the 
north, was open, and out of my reach. There was no article of furniture in the 
room, so that I had nothing to help me to climb to the window to shut it. It was 
open for the two hours I was in tnat cell. Colder and colder grew my body. I 
felt the air about me as if I were standing in ice-water. My flesh grew a dark 
purple, my hands and feet numb." 

Mr. John Eoche, of Woodford, whose evidence excited so favourable Mr. John Roche. 
an impression at the Times Commission, in a letter to the Freeman, 
published early in August, gives a detailed account of the neglect and 
suffering to which he W6is subjected in Gal way Jail, which resulted in his 
discharge from the prison, when his life was almost despaired of. 

We come now to the final stage of the struggle, when Mr. O'Brien, The struggle in 
after his splendid speech, made under circumstances that lent it such ^o°™®i 
special interest, in the heart of Mr. Balfou^s constituency at Manchester, 
having been convicted in his absence, was hurried home to prison 
in Clonmel. We must be pardoned if we dwell at some length on this, 
Mr. Balfour's last desperate attempt to assert the policy of prison degrada- 
tion, on which he mainly staked his reputation as a statesman. William 
O'Brien has himself assured us that he did not hope to come out of that 
struggle alive. He assumed that Mr. Balfour would not again have entered 
on the attempt to degrade him, unless he meant to carry it out to the 
hitter end, and Mr. Balfour's persistence meant for the prisoner sub- 
mission or death. Therefore, Mr. O'Brien was prepared for death. The Mr. O'Brien pre- 
incidents of the Clonmel struggle have been, so far as it was possible for pa-red for death. 
Mr. Balfour to accomplish it, wrapt up in falsehood. He has left no 
subterfuge untried to escape the shame of the attempt and the scarcely 
greater shame of the defeat. 

The details of his treatment in Clonmel prison, from 31st January to Mr. O'Brien 
5th February, were taken down from Mr. O'Biien's lips by Mr. Healy, g^^^|^ **^® 
and published by him in pamphlet form. The importance of the narrative ^ "^^*^ 
to the subject matter in hand forbids the omission of a line : — 

** My statement to Mr. Condon, M.P., of the occurrence in Clonmel prison was 
very rapidly maide ; I think it desirable, therefore, to re-state the facts. 

" About eleven o'clock, a.m., on the morning after my arrival in the prison, 
the chief warder, Gough, entered my cell and said, * Come to the doctor.' I fol- 
lowed him to the wide open court, stOne paved. A gentleman was standing at a 
high desk in this open corridor. He did not salute me, nor in any manner inform 
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me who he was. His first words were, < Open your vest.' I was obliged to ask 
him ' Are you the prison doctor ?' He said, * Yes,' and drew Out his stethoscope^ I 
opened my vest, and he placed the .stethoaco^ to j^y che^t, ojx the r^ght and 
left side, as well as I can remengiber, without askine to have my shirt opened.. He 
vextsa^, ' Have you a ooudb V I said, ' I should pe very sorry to be personally 
discourteous, but owing to me past perversion on a former occasion of mv 99m- 
munications with the prison doctor uji Tullamore, 1 have no means of projecting 
myself against misrepresentation, unless to decline to make any coi;omuuication iets 
to n^y, health, but you are at perfect liberty to e^^aniine me in every way you 
choose/ He said, ' That does not n^4;ter ; open yoiu: ^irt ; your shirt is too 
stiff.' I then opened my shirty and he examined me with another instrument— I 
believe a binaural stethoscope — after which he said, ^ Put out your tongue.' X 
did -SO. He then struck me lightly op. the stomach, and without another word put 
up his instrument. I had to ask him, 'Js that aUf He said, *Yes,^iuid I 
turned back to the cell with the chief warder, who had been a witness of the ex- 
amination, and who, like the doctor and myself^ was standing in the corridor 
during the examination. 

'* About five minutes afterwards the chief wftrder returned to my cell f^id 
said, ' We must force you to put on the prison clothes.' I asked to see the 
governor, who appeared to have been waitmg outside the door, for he imme- 
diately appeared. I said, ' I have to ask tha^ a doctor shall be present during 
any attack upon me.' He said, * I cannot do that ; you have passed the doctor. 
' Then,' I said, 'you will have to strip me by force,' or words to that effect. I 
' placed my back to the further wall of the cell ; three wtirders immediately rushed 
at me with the chief warder. The four seized me, And a violent struggle took 
place between us, the governor standing by. They succeeded after a struggle in 
flinginff me on my back on the floor, dragging my clothes away meanwhile. When 
I was down, one man placed his knee on my chest, not, as I l>elieve, brutally, but 
with a pressure that caused me considerable suffering. I heard some one, I think 
the chief warder, say, 'Don't hurt him.' The pressure was then relaxed, and I 
struggled to my feet again. And renewed the struggle, while my clothes were being 
torn on one by one. I was then flung down a second time on the floor ; this time 
on my face. I continued to struggle with all my force, while they were dragging 
prison clothes on me, and from the struggle and exhaustion, I became so f ^int .that 
they had twice to cease, in order to eive me a drink of water. During this second 
struggle my strength was totally exhausted. I heard the governor give the order 
to have my hair and beard taken off, and I remember the first few dashes made at 
me with a scissors. After l^at I lost consciousness, and when I recovered, found 
my mouth ifull of hairs^and was propped up on a stool between two wardera, who 
stiU held my arms. The governor said, ' Surely you have resisted enough now ; 
you know it has to be done.' I said to him, ' You know little of me if you do not 
know that the struggle is only beginning now. The instant my hands are free I 
will fling those clothes off agam. 

** While we were speaking, Alderman Hackett, one of the visitingljustices, whom 
I did not know at the time, came into the cell. I was still gasping for breath, 
utting on the stool between the warders. I told him, as well as if was able in my 
condition at the time, what had happened. He was greatly shocked ; but it was 
not at my suggestion he went for a olergj^man. 

"The warders having followed - Alderman Hackett to the door, I inataatly 
threw off the prison clothes. Three of them rushed at me again, and anptber 
struggle took place. They succeeded in forcing qn some of the prison clothes again, 
seizing and twistine my arms all the time. In consequence of my resistance the 
chief warder told them not to mind forcing on the coat or vest this time. I again 
.became so faint that they again put water on my lips, but continued to hold my 
arms while I stood leaninff against the wall for a considerable period. So £00* as I 
can esUmate tiie scene had by this time lasted half an hour. 

*' The warders continued to hold me for a long time, when the chief wiurder 
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,M,\d, *Briiig him along,' and I was immediately dragged tor the ddor in niy shirt- 
aleeves; and with my feet naked. No intimation whatever Was js^iven me that I 
was being brbught to be weighed. Up to this moment the question of *weu;hins 
had never beeii mentioned to me, either by the doctor or the warders, and I should 
never have ihade the slightest objection if I had known that that was their object. 
I tras dragged across a utrge open space, which' I since leahi^d was -the main hall 
of the prison. At the moment I was so stnpified, and my bad sight made me so 
' helpless (my spectacles having been taken f rorii me during the struggle and not re- 
turiied), that 1 had only the most confused notion of where I was bemg taken ; my 
impression was that I was being dragged to a punishment cell. I said to the 
warders who had hold of my arms again and again, ' Where are you dragging me 
to V They made no reply, but pulled me on to what I now believe ^ma a weigh- 
ing machine, beside which the goyemor and the doctor were standing. My legs and 
arms were dragged about the machine in an exceedingly painful way, and I then 
said, ' As lonp^ as you are treating me in this barbarous fashion I will submit to 
nothing except by force.' The governor said, • Take him away.' They ap- 
parently gave up the attempt to weigh me. 

" I was then dragged, still by the arms, in the opposite direction towards an- 
other cell, still under the impression that I was being brought to some other pun- 
ishment. I was thrust into a cell in. a different part of the prison, in which &ere 
was nothing except a stool. 

"The nioment I was left alone I threw off the prison clothes and retained Mr.* O'Brien left 
Only a shirt. They had not yet locked the door of the cell, but they made no fur- °*^®<** 
ther attempt to force the clothes on me, and left me alone. This was about half- 
an hour before dinner-time — that is to say, a few minutes before twelve, as the 
Angelus bell in the town rang a few minutes afterwards. 

** I was left alone the entire day and evening ; neither the governor nor the 

doctor returned to the cell. Dinner was put in at a quarter to one — suet pudding 

and brown bread ; and, at a quarter to six, a supper of brown bread, cocoa, and 

. milk by the warder, without a word. Nobody else approached me except Father 

Everard, the chaplain, who arrived shortly after Alderman Hackett left. 

" I remained until eight p.m. Walking up and down the cell, with no covering 
except the shirt. The day Was bitterly cold, and my teeth chattering ; but I pro- 
corea some wartnth by lying on the floor, close to the hot-wat^r pipes. I was un- 
able to eat, but drank as much of the milk as I could. 

•* At eight o'clock, the usual hour for going to bed, a warder opened the door The plank bed. 
' and put in a plank bed, without a mattress of any kind. He also brought in two 
' single blankets and a quilt. I put One of the blankets on the plank, and the other, 

with the quilt, over me, and lay down. I did fiot sleep throughout the nf^ht. It 
' was bitterly cold, but I got my head on the hot-Water pipes and Utilized that as a 

pUiow (none being supplied with the plank). 

** At a quarter to seven nexc morning, at unlock hour, a warder with a Ught 
in his hand, it being still dark at that hour, threw open the door and said, * (iet 

' up.' I got up. He said, * Clean out your cell.' I said, * That I must refuse to "Clean out your 
do.' He said to some one who was with him, * Remove the plank,' and the plank ceU." 
bed was taken out. I seized the quilt, but it was dragged from me. I said, ' Are 

' you going to tttke that also ?' and he said, ' Everythmg, as you won't clean your 
te\U\ I said, 'As yon please.' I was then again left alone hi the dark. Walking 

' up and down in my shirt as before, with pains in all my bones from the violence I 

'had received, and Irom lying on the plank. 

" When breakfast-hour came, cocoa and milk, with brown Inread, were placed 
' in' the cell without a word. 

" About half-an-hour aftenltrards— namely, about a quarter to nbie a.m. , as-far 

' as I can csdculate — ^the governor and chief warder entered my cell. The governor 

said, ' You will kill yourself if you go on like this.' I said, * If I am killed I 
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will take good care that it is not I who will have the responsibility.' He Bold, 
* You must know that there are prisoners who refuse to take food, and we are 
obliged to force them by putting mechanical restraints on them.' I said, 'There 
is not the least fear of that in my case, as I am perfectly determined to take all 
the food I possibly can.' He said, * Of course I know you would not do anything 
of that sort ; but if the doctor thinks your life is in daziger by your remaining 
naked all this time, he will be obliged to order that you should be put under 
mechanical restraint to save you.' I said, 'lam in your power, ana it is, of 
course, perfectly within your power to put any mechanical restraint you please 
upon me ; but I warn you that you will have to continue it to-day, to-morrow, 
next week, next month, until you have me either dead or mad, or until you return 
my clothes.' He said, ' You know it is perfectly impossible for the doctor to 
order you your clothes to be returned.' 

** They went away, and shortly afterwards the doctor entered the cell. I was 
nnder the impression, from the governor's communication to me, that he had come 
to order the mechanical restraints that were threatened. To my surprise he imme- 
diately began to express his regret that I was imder the impression that he had 
treated me offensively. I said, ' Unhappily, the circumstances left me no other 
conclusion,' this applying as to his manner, as to the cursory nature of his exami- 
nation, as to his curtuess in dealing with me, and as to the extraordinary place and 
mode oi the medical examination. He told me that he was suffering from a heavy 
cold himself, and that that might have accounted for his manner, and that the 
place was the usual place for examination of the prisoners. He immediately 
ordered in a bed. The governor asked, *Will we oring the mattress?' and he 
said, ' Oh, certainly.' The plank bed, with a fibre mattress, was then brought 
into the cell, and I was allowed to lie on it. 

" I lay there throughout Friday' Saturday, Sunday, Monday, and Tuesday. 
On Monday a gentleman came into the cell with Dr. Hewetson, and introduced 
himself as Dr. O'Farrell, of the Prisons Board. He asked had I any complaints ? 
I replied : * It is extremely painful for me to have to seem uncivil, but I am in 
this cruel position, that almost anything I say to the officials is liable to be per- 
verted against me, and they, even if they haye the will, are not in a position to 
correct these misrepresentations.' He said, 'I can assure you that there is not 
the slightest danger of that in the present case.' I then answered his questions 
frankly. He asked me why I complained of the prison doctor. I told him 
precisely what I told Dr. Hewston himself — that his manner at the time and the 
circumstances of the examination, followed immediately by the attack upon me, 
had undoubtedly led me to believe that he meant to be studiously offensive ; but 
that his assurance, and his conduct since had satisfied me that my first impression 
was an erroneous one. He asked had I any complaints of the way in which the 
othw officials had carried out their orders. I told him that it was not the officials 
Mr O'Brien did ^ complained of, but their orders. I said, * Of course, they used very considerable 
not blame the force and violence, and caused me very cruel suffering, but I admit that they did 
officials^ not use 'more force than was necessary, because I resisted with all my streuffth, 

and it was undoubtedly necessary for them to use very considerable force if 'mey 
were to succeed in overpowering me. They did overpower me ; but I do not 
charge that they did so with any wilful brutality or ill-temper.' 

** Dr. O'Farrell then asked me whether I objected to his examining 'me, and I 
said, * Not in the least ; neither to you nor to anyone else.' At the same time I 
told him distinctly that I was fighting this matter, not as a sick man, but as a 
political prisoner. I said, * I will contend for nothing that the poorest or the 
commonest man convicted under the summary jurisdiction clause of the Coercion 
Act is not equally entitled to. With me it is not in the least a question of 
food, or even of treatment, but of classification. I told the officials before in Tulla- 
more, and I am quite as willing now as then to carry out the proposition, that 
this whole struggle might be obviated by the simple expedient of making all 
prisoners oonvic^^ under the summary Jurisdiction clause of this Act a separate 
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**claas.' Whatever their treatment might be, if this were done, I for one would Mr. ^'^^^ 
not have the slightest objection to wear whatever prison uniform would be set ^^^pie^ 
^part for that * class,' or to perform any menial omces whatever that would be dagsincatloiu 
imposed on my comrades. Those who think us criminals could think so still, 
-and would have the satisfaction of punishing us as much as any ordinary 
criminals could be punished, while we would have it established that it was under 
this Act, and imder this Act alone, that we were criminals; but the object of our pre- 
sent treatment clearly is to attempt to degrade and confound us with criminals, 
^ou are doing an unnatural and impossible thing, and it is because I believe that this Noble words, 
treatment has only to be seen out to its logical end to make its continuation 
impossible that I am willing to undergo any penalties whatever in asserting my 
position.' To this Dr. O'Farrell made no reply, but assured me that the Prisons 
Board would consider my representations. 

** Upon the following day my clothes were returned to me without comment. I 
was then transferred to an unoccupied portion of the prison, which was once the 
female hospital. Pr. Howston informed me that I was not treated there as a sick 
4nan, and I did not receive the hospital fare, but the ordinary food of a convicted 
prisoner, and I so continued to be treated until the morning of my departure for 
Tralee. I am convinced that if there is a sworn inquiry that none of the officials 
would question, in any important particular, the above statement of facts." 

This account is briefly, but emphatically, corroborated by the evidence Mr. o*Brieu 
;given by Mr. O'Brien at the bogus inquiry instituted by Mr. Balfour, and victorious, 
the accuracy of that evidence is not questioned by the prison official, Mr. 
Joyce, who presided. "We are limited to a brief extract. Mr. O'Brien 
refused to ** strip " in obedience to the rough order of the governor. Ho 
swears — 

^* Then four warders seized me, and, after what seemed to me a long struggle, flung 
tne on my back on the floor, held me down, twisting my arms, while they tore off my 
elothes. I continued to struggle violently, and one man pressed his knee on my chest. 
My clothes continued to be pulled off one by one. I struggled again to my feet, 
another violent tussle ensued, when I was flung down a second time, this time with 
cny face to the floor. Then I became very faint, and they gave me some water." 

He goes on to say that the struggle continued on the floor, and adds— 
*' I was by this time utterly exhausted, and they gave me water a second time." 

He then describes how the governor gave orders to cut off his hair and 
Ibeard, which he resisted violently ; and at this point he seems to have 
^actually fainted, for he says— 

**I cannot remember anything more until I felt my mouth full of hairs. I was 
4hen sitting on a stool with two warders holding me." 

While this struggle was in full swing — while Mr. O'Brien was lying The swom 
naked and almost delirious in his cell, Mr. Balfour was entertained by a TSe^o7'ieiiithe 
group of ** fearless," but anonymous, admirers at the Antient Concert Antient CJonoect 
Booms, Dublin. Lest the names of any of the " gallant guests" should ^^'"^ 
he exposed, the press were excluded ; but we will quote briefly from the 
^* official report *' supplied to the newspapers. It is to be noted that the 
descriptive particulars, ** roars of laughter" and ** great applause," &c., 
-are taken verbatim from the official report. Mr. Balfour, in the course of 
his speech, said — 

** I had the honour of receiving at about a quarter to one last night — (prolonged 
laughter) — ^a telegram from the Lord Mayor of Dublin — (renewed lauffhter) — 
^hich I allude to now because I take it it represents the Nationalist case with regard 
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to Mr. William O'Brien's treatment in prison ; and in this document, the original 
of "wbich I have got in my hand, 1 read — (I won't read it all) — * Illegal aad brutaL 
violence' — (laughter) — ^that isn't it — (laughter) — 'unexampled indignation' — 
{laughter) — ' system of attacking and beatme down your political adversary by 
torture' — (laughter). No, that is not it. Here it is — *Mr. O'Brien has now- 
been naked in his cell for thirty -six hours — (roars of laughter) — and to-night we 
2eam that he is lying speechless, and that the prison authorities, considering his^ 
condition dangerous, have applied to you for instructions.' That» gentlemen, is 
the operative, the important, part of the telegram, which you probably have all 
Meen m the Freeman's Journal, and which I shall have to allude to in quite another- 
connection in a few moments. Kow, I want to say to you thatevery single substan- 
tive statement in that passage I have read ih wholly and absolutely incorrect 
(cheers). What has happened is this : Mr. O'Brien, after an Odyssey, which I 
won't further dwell on, was arrested in the ordinary course, and was taken ta 
Clonmel prison. When he got to Clonmel prison he refused to allow — he threw 
every obstacle in the way of — any medical examination ; he declined absolutely to- 

• be weighed— -(laughter) — and, as he did not permit the doctor to form any judg- 

• ment, from personal examination, of his case, ne went through the ordinary process 
to which every prisoner is subject who offends against the law (cheers). This 
happened on Ihursdav. It might suprise some of you to know — some of you who- 
read, if there are such, who read only Nationalist journals — it may suYprise you. 
to learn that I have not the control and management of all the priscmers in 
Ireland (laughter). The Prisons Board is not in my department ; the questions- 

, . connected with prisoners do not, as a matter of course, come through either my 
hands. or the hands of the Irish Office, and therefore it is only under exceptional cir- 
cumstances that any questions connected with any prisoner in Ireland comes before 
me. Bowever, when I went down to the office on Friday the facts which I have just 
stated were brought before me, apd I immediately proceeded to write a minute^ 
in which Isaid thaV of pourse, if Mr. O'Brien, havine the prison clothes at his dispoieuil, 
choose to. st<vy ip his 8hirt--(laughter)~>and if ne refused to submit himself to 
any medical examinatipn whatever, any evil consequences to hia health which might 
ensue l\e would l:|e responsible for, and not us (hear, hear, snd applause). But, at 
the same time, I said I did not think we ought to permit Mr. (J'Brien to ruin his. 
constitution for the purpose of injuring her Majesty's Government — (laughter 
and applause)— and 1 therefore gave directions that, as Mr. O'Brien would not 
allow hixcself to be medically examined, the reports made by Dr» Bidley and. 

. I>. Barr upon Mr. O'Brien when he was in Tullamore jail should be sent down 
at once by special messenger to the doctor at Clonmel, so that in the light of 
these reports, and having learned what; in the opinion of the doctors who had. 
examined Bdr. O'Brien the condition of his health was, the doctor thouI4 most care- 
fully watch Mr. O'Brien, and take care that no eccentricity of his should in any 
way risk injury to his constitution (applause), ^nd in order that the fullest 
medical opinion possible should be taken en this important point the medicai 
member of the prisons Board has very kihdly consented to go down and assistv 

, the doctor of Clonmel prison — a doctor in whom, I may say, f have every reason 
to believe that the State has a faithful and efficient servant (hear, hear)." 

' Within two days after Mr. Balfour was constrained to confess, in a. 

; letter to the papers over bis own name, that the central statement on. 

' wLich bis speech turned, "that Mr. O'Brien refused to allow — ^that he,, 
threiw any obstacle in the way of medical examination," was absolutely 
without foundation, and' in Parliament he excused himself for the mis- 
statement on the still wilder pretence that, at the time he made it, he 
had no information on the subject at all, but the very reports of the 
Freeman wi^ich he contradicted with such flippant audacity. In his- 
speech in the Antieitt Conceit Booms, Mr. Balfour sees the end is approach- 
ing, and endeavours to evade the responsibility for the prieon treatment^ 
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on which he prided himself to much in the opening of his official career^ 
3At English public opinion was now wide-awake. The sudden springiri]^ 
into life and the astounding growth and progress of the EtigHsh IfationM 
Protest was an omen not to be despised, and a few days latfer every rigfa^ 
Mr. O'Brien claimed was accorded to him. 'A 

But ''the brave Mr. Balfour," as he has been described by the OhaoceUor 
•of th^ Exdiequer-r-whether ironically or not, it id imposdH))^ to Bay-^was 
resolved to make one final effort before he coitipletely ^urrendetT^d^ il^ 
James Carew, M.P., had been sent to prison, Mr. Carew is, in manner 
4md appeantfioe, one of the mildest and ^e most gentlemanly of living 
men. He was the very last, it was stupidly believed, who would be . 
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counterpoise to Mr. 0'Brien*s desperate 
distance. But they caught the wrong man that time. Aiter four days' 
struggle, Mr. Carew carried the <Jay on every point. The following account, 
from the IVeeman of the 21st day of March, 1889, gives a fair notion of the 
protracted sufferings to which he was subjected : 

" It is not p;enerally known how bitter a fight Mr. Carew waged with the warders 
of Kilkenny jail immediately after his conviction. On the day of his incarceration, 
i^e «i9t February, he Was lodged in a flagged cell, and, oh refusing to change his 
own clothes for the prison garb, was at once pounced upon by a body of warders, who, 
safter a fierce struggle, stripped him. An effort was tnen made to force the prison 
•clregs upon him, but Mr. Carew's determined resistance compelled them to abandon the J^^^^***^ ^* 
attempt — not, however, until he had sustained some bad falls and bruises, the effect of ^ 
which will in all probability remain with him for years. He was then left naked in his 
flagged cell, vdth its plank bed, and remained in that state from Thursday, the 2ist, 
till the afternoon of Monday, the 25th. His condition becoming too serious to be 
pleasant for his jailers — Mr. Carew's resolution remaining no less fijced — they com- 
promised the difficulty at the end of four days by throwing into the cell Mr. Carew's 
inside clothing, consisting of a pair of drawers and a vest. In this attire — ^light, it 
imust be conceded, for the season of the year — the hon. gentleman remained for a 
-week. Mr. Carew makes no complaint, says he is none the worse for what has passed, 
and declares himself amply compensated for all that happened by the failure of the 
prison people to " compel and induce " him to wear the jail dress. But it is apparent 
from his appearance that the desperate struggles he had with the warders in Kilkenny, 
and the tfowardly indignity to which he was subjected for so many days — ^l^ft in what 
Lord Salisbury, with statesmanlike effect, calls a state of * tragic nudity ' for ten days 
— haye told upon him, and will leave their mark upon his system as long as he lives. 
Mr. Carew now wears his own clothes, having obtained them when he was transferred 
from Kilkenny to Kilmainham." • 

The enforced surrender to Mr. Carew was the last straw that broke Mr. Okrew's 
the back of Mr. Balfour's obstinacy. The rules for compulsory wearing triumph 
of prison clothes, and compulsory discharge of menial duties, to which 
John Mandeville's life was sacrificed, were finally, if reluctantly, 
amended (see pages 35 and 44). 

It cannot be seriously questioned that for the vile system so long ^^ Baifoni'a 
and so obstinately pursued Mr. Balfour was personally responsible, peiiomi 
Apart from his confidence to Mr. Blunt, there was not merely a con- '®^^"^ ^ 
ies&ion but a boast of his personal responsibility in his earlier speeches on 
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tbe embject. Heused the first personal pronoun invariably. — (See part Uiy 
He claimed in the House of Commons that of his own special grace, and iib 
deference to Tnon-existent) Canon law on the subject, he exempted the- 
imprisoned pnests &om the degradation of the prison costume. This state-- 
ment was not strictly accurate, as the priests were only exempted after 
father Matt. Byan had repeatedly refused, in answer to command and 
menace, to don the conyict garb. Eut it sufficiently illustrates the responsi- 
bility which Mr. Balfour then assumed. 

As the prison policy gradually broke down under the stem of public 
indignation, Mr. Balfour took to sheltering himself behind the prisoi^ 
rules. The piison rules were, as a matter of fact, never observed. They 
fluctuated according to pressure. In the one detail of hair and beard 
cropping, the most wonderful diversity of procedure prevailed. Mr^ 
Blont, Mr. Dillon, M.P., and Mr. O'Brien, in their first imprisonment, 
were permitted, without a suggestion to the contrary, to wear their hair 
iand beards. Messrs. Harrington, M.P., and J. Carew, M.P., were forcibly 
cropped and shaved, and Mr. O'Brien, in his second imprisonment, had! 
his beard shorn as he lay insensible on the cell floor. 

Mr. Balfour's insane attempt to confound political prisoners with 
sordid criminals, introduced not order, but chaos, unto the prison proce- 
dure. At present there is chaos worse confounded. Mr. Balfour had! 
not the grace to confess himself beaten, and decently give in. He just 
skipped clear of the lash of public opinion, and stood still snarling.. 
"When Mr. O'Brien took up the straggle he announced his position ist 
plain words : he would submit, he said, cheerfully, to any privation, but 
would resist to the death any attempt at degradation. There were 
three details of prison discipline on which he took a firm stand. He 
refused to wear the convict garb. He refused to do menial offices, anefe 
he refused to exercise with ordinary criminals. On each one of these- 
questions he absolutely succe.eded. Two of these rights have been con- 
ceded, with certain hampering conditions, to political prisoners (see- 
pages 35-41). The political prisoner is now allowed to wear his own 
clothes, and exempted from degrading menial employment. But the third^ 
and perhaps the deepest humiliation of the three — the association with 
degraded criminals — still remains in the ** discretion *' of the jail governor 
— that is to say, at the option of the Castle. Only the other day, it will be 
remembered, Father Stephens and Mr. Kelly, in Derry jail, were sud- 
denly ordered to take exercise with the depraved ** loyal and patriotic '*' 
insurance swindlers of Belfast, and their refusal to submit to the wanton 
degradation was f ollow.ed by four days' vindictive punishment. 



f But it is the principle on which Mr. Balfour purported to ground 
the modifications of the prison discipline, that public opinion forced on 
him, that is specially objectionable. The false and cowardly cry waa 
raised against Mr. O'Brien that he wanted to classify prisoners by their 
wealth or paverty. This vile distinction, which was farthest from Mr. 
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^h>th cf reepectability — by whom., to borrow the language of the letter, . 
he was ' ' enabled to preserve his self-respect, was diatinguiahed from the or- 
dinary jail-birds, and made to feel that, though amongst them, he was 
not of filem!!" The "sagacious Mr. Balfour" must have felt that 
"praise from such a source was praise indeed." 

The Aberdare Prison Inquiry Committee was a mere hollow pretence cSm^iM^^ 
to cloak Mr. Balfour's enforced retreat from an untenable position. The 
Committee were absolutely precluded from entering at all on the question 
of the treatment of political prisoners as a class, which was the one 
subject on which the intense interest of the public was aroused (sec 
pages 42, 43. It was a Committee specially selected by Mr. Balfour as 
one to be thoroughly depended on, yet in the opening statement of their 
report, the Committee wriggled uneasily in the bonds in which the 
" hrave " Balfour had securely tied them. 

They reported to their master as follows : — 
" Id the letter of the 11th April, 1839, defining the obftracter of Uie inquiry- 
you stated that it waa not proposed to refer to the conaideration of the committee 
the cloaaificatioD of priaonera 'according to the real or suppotied motive of 
tbeir oSence.' To this direction we have tndeanoared to conforin, and though we 
hare l>een anable to suggeiit any olteratious in the existing practioe altogether 
UDConnected with the general character of the offence for which the impriaonmant 
is inflicted, we make no anggeations or recommendations foanded upon the real 
or supposed motives of prisoners." 

Here is a suggestion, as plain as words can make it. that ''the 
motive " would have been a proper and natural, if not the only proper 
and natural, subject for their consideration, and that the ''character of the 
offence " could not he passed over if the ioi^uiry were to have any meaning 
at all (see page 44). The Committee did not recommend the extension 
«{ the modification of the rules to England where political prisoners' visits 
to the jail are Ukc angels', few and far between. They visited with out- 
Rpo^en censure the spasmodic clipping and cropping of Mr. E. Harrington 
in accordance with the directions from head-quarters. 

In one port of their report the Committee were, by implicaticn, at least, TheCommittes 
somewhat rough on the eminent constitutional Judge O'Brien, who, in lenlentiMai* 
consideration of the loyal and patriotic services of the Belfast forgers, nientoi the Bei- 
iimited their sentences to six months' imprisonment, and on "the sagacious ^^ 

Af r. Balfour," who, as the forger gratefully confessed, distinguished them 
by many privileges from " the oi-dinary jail-birds." So far from following 
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in the same lines, the Lord Aberdare Committee strongly recommend 
that all criminal whose crime " savours of fraud," no matter how wealthy, 
respectable, loyal, and constitutional, shall be excluded from the privi* 
leges of the modified rules. Eut the Belfast forgers and swindlers, who 
included the most devoted admirers of Mr. Chamberlain, and the secretary 
and promoter of his meeting, Mr. Ohesnutte Smyth, have no grounds for 
complaint. A sympathetic Coercion judge inflicted a sentence that, con- 
sidering their crime, was almost nominal, and the sagacious Mr. Balfour, 
as they gratefully confessed, lightened their brief term of imprisonment 
with tae numberless indulgenes. 

'^®^2™"^*®® There is one passage in the report of an importance which, we fanoj, 
*^* was hardly realized by its authors. They are dealing with the question of 
convict garb, against which such a vigorous and successful protest was 
made by the Coercion prisoners, and they emphatically declare — 

'* Whatever may have been its original intent, this dress has too long beea 
associated with all that is vile and contemptible to be assumed by lesser o&nderB 
without a sense of degradation, and a shock to tiie self-respect which should 
never be necessarily iimicted." 

Balfour's own Committee thus openly and boldly justifies the senti- 
ment for which the Irish political prisoners were tortured so savagely, 
amidst the ribald jeers and jibes of cowardly Coercionists, headed by the 
Prime Minister and his nephew, who ridiculed the notion of men lying 
naked in their cells. It was for courageous protest against this '^ degrada- 
tion and shock to self-respect that should never be unnecessarily inflicted,'* 
that Mr. "Wm. O'Brien, Mr. Carew, Mr. Sheehy, M.P., and a host of others 
suflered, and the indomitable John Mandeville died. '^ That the degra- 
dation and shock to self-respect '* was " ujinecessarily inflicted" the re- 
port itself, which condemns and recommends the discontinuance of the 
practice, is the clearest proof. 

^ijjP'Brien's ]5£r. O'Brien's trenchant letter to the Lord Aberdare Committee, whicli 
Secretary of the invited his evidence, vigorously summarizes the present position of the 
wittee^ ^^™ question, and fitly concludes my observations : — 

*'SiR — ^I received yesterday, at the House of Commons, your letter of 22nd May, 
invitinff me to give evidence before Lord Aberdare's Committee on Prison Rules. 
If Lord Aberdare's Committee were empowered to consider frankly the question 
whether political prisoners ought to be treated in the same way as burelara and 
garrotters, I should wiUingly give them any assistance my evidence might afford 
them. I understand, however, that their letter of instructions restricts the Oom- 
m it tee to the two minor points of hair-clipping and wearing criminals' uniform, 
and that these are to be reported on only in reference to personal sanitary con- 
siderations, and not in reference to the distinction between political offences and 
disgraceful crimes. I must respectfully decline to have anything to do with an 
inquiry so circumscribed. The two points in question (and others) have been 
settled already by the pressure of public opinion. The formal provbion for them 
in the prison rules is a departmental question with which the public are not con- 
cemed. If those who control the Irish prison authorities desire to re-open these 
particular controversies, public opinion must decide again between them and us. 
I must take leave to remind you how this matter stands. Compelling prisoners 
to wear an ignominious uniform may be (and in luy opmion is) a ^uite proper mark 
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of degradatioii in the casv of offences which deserve degradation. The whole The question 
question at issne is, whether the degrAdations which are proper in the case of the at issue. 
Tilest criminals are equally proper in the case of persons imprisoned for the 
purposes of a temporary Parliamentary majority ? Mr. Balfour undertook that 
there should be no distinction. The comer-stone of his policy was that his 
adversaries in Ireland should be treated as, aod made to feel themselves, criminals. 
He found that this process of levelling us down was, in his own phrase, ' injuring 
the Government.' In the attempt to avoid the appearance of yielding, he then 
feU back upon the still more indefensible course of levelling up, by giving to 
governors of prisons an arbitrary power of discriminating between prisoner and 
prisoner upnon objectionable personal grounds. The consequence is, that men 
guilty of heinous frauds have been exempted from convict dress and head-shaviug 
because they had powerful friends, while the humbler class of political offenders 
continue to be subjected to these indignities, because their sufferings do not 
attract sufficient notice to * injure the Government.' The result of all this, and of 
the incessant vacillation of the Government with respect to the matters of prison 
labour, separate exercise, &c., according to the amount of resistance offered, has 
been a state of chaos in the Irish prison service. Into the real cause of that chaos Chaos. 
your Committee are now forbidden to inquire. You are asked to seek the causes 
m trivial personal and sanitary considerations, to which nobody attaches the 
slightest importance, while you are required to ignore the distinction which 
everybody, except Mr. Balfour, has been brought to recognize as one ingrained iu 
, the human heart and conscience. Under these circumstances, I regret to be Refuses to glTt? 
obliged to decline to be a party to an inquiry so futile ; and I have respectfully evidence. 
to^ request that if any nse should be made of my name in the course of the 
evidence, you will be good enough to embody this letter in the proceedings of 
your Committee. — ^Your obedient servant, 

" Wm. O'Brien. 
"Arthur Griffiths, Esq., 

'* Secretary to the Committee on Prison Rules, 

"Whitehall." 

M, McDonald Bodkin. 
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• MR. BALFOUR'S DEFENCE IN PARLIAMENT. 

How Mr. Bai' In the debates on the Criminal Law and Procedure Bill, it will he 
are kept!**™^^ observed that Mr. Balfour promised an appeal in every instance from the 
sentences of the resident ma^strates, and even of those of the county court ' 
judges. But this pledge, deliberately ;made in thie face of the House /of 
Commons, was with equal deliberation flagrantly broken, because of 
the protests of two of his supportei^, Mr. Forrest Pulton and Mr. Ban- 
mann, whose letters in protest will be found extant in the Times imm^i- 
ately afterwards. All debate on the treatment of prisoners imder the 
Bill was shut out by the closure, and thus ii/.wafi that at no time during 
its passage was the sl^htest consideration given to the subject by the 
Government. * 

On the 17th May, 1887 {Hansard, vol. 315, page 284), Mr, Balf^r, 
in the House of Commons, said : — 

*' The law of conspiracy was an obscure law. It is said that it is a difficult 
law, which is capable of dangerous extension, and that we are leaving its adminis- 
tration to men who are not lear&ed in the law — namely, the resident magistrates. , 
But the right hon. gentleman (Sir William Harcourt) forgot to say that the resi 
dent magistrates' decision is not final." 

Mr. T, M. Healy, — " He may give a month's imprisonment." 

Mr. Balfour pro- Mr. A. J. Balfour.— ^''1 do not complain of the interruption. The hon. and 

mises appeal in learned member is quit» correct in saying that under the Bill, as we have drafted a 
every case. jt, we may have followed too closely the Act of 1882, and that by the existing law % 

of Ireland there is no appeal if the imprisonment is for less than a month. But 

toe propose to give an appeal in every case, " 

Mr. T, M. HeaXy.—*' With no cumulative seutencts ?" 

Mr. A. J, Balfour. — ** There will be an appeal in every case to a county 
court judge, and if on legal technicalities the county court judge is objected to, the 
Government will be prepared to consider a plan for giving an appeal, in cases in 
which a legal difficulty may be involved, to a higher tribunal. Therefore, no 
weight is to be attached to the argument of the right hon. gentleman, that those 
who will have to administer the law in the first instance will not be trained and 
competent lawyers." 
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On the 2nd September, 1887^ beiore the Act came effectively int^ Mr. Balfour de- 

bperatioj?i, the treatment of prisoners under it was raised on ihe Prisons' ^■••^""p^"****" 

vote — ( Fids Mansard, vol. 320, page 1043), when the following i^eeeii 

was delivered by Mr. Balfour : 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland. — *' I sincerely hope the hon. and learned 
memher will not have to undergo the disagreeable incidents to which he hat 
alluded." 

Mr, T. M. ffealy.—** That is not the point." 

•^r. A. J, Balfour, — ** It is a point to which the hon. member himself made 
reference, and that iB why I refer to it. The policy upon which we have proceedefi 
is simple. We are not of opinion, and J have n^'ver had the opinion, that 
prisoners under the Act require exceptional treatment.. We consider tliat 
every man who is an offepder under this Act, and condemned for his offence* 
ought to have been condemned under the ordinary law ; and if he was not 
HO condemned, it was because of a failure of the machinery of the ordinary 
law, not that there is any difference in substance between the old law and 
the new. The offences adre substantially the same, and I do not see any ground 
for altering the treatment of those who come under the operation of the 
law in one way or the other. I have made it my business to inquire into the 
treatment of prisoners, and to find out whether the treatment is the same in Ireland 
as in England, and I find it is under similar circumstances. I cannot suggest thpit 
any alteration in the Irish prison discipline should be made in regard to one Aot. 
If the discipline is wrong in one country it is wrong in both, and, we ought to deal 
with it as a whole, in relation to the criminal law, as a wlj^jotle, and not in reference 
to one criminal Act. The hon. apd learned gentleman has attempted to draw a 
distinction between Members of Parliament and ordinary crioiinals. 

'* The discipline under the old and new law should be the same. Thero 
may be grounds for changing that discipline in the prisons of England and Ireland ; 
but if that be the case, it is more or less because of the passing of the Crimes Atft ; 
it is a question to be dealt with on its merits. I have inquired iato the Irish 
system of prison discipline, to ascertain if it differed from the English discipline, 
and I find there is no difference — it is the same. Under these circum«)tances, I see 
no ground for making a special inquiry into the Irish prison discipline, thoug^ / 
am perfectly ready ^ on the part of the Irish Executive, to enter into an inquiry/ into Ready to gront 
the whole syftem of prison discipline in Enyland and Ireland.*' genera inquirj. 

On the 13th September, 1887, in reply to a question (Hansard, vol. 
321, page 490) Mr. Balfour said:— 

** The prison rules, under which sentences will be carried out under the Crimes 
Act, will be precisely identical with the prison rules used under ordinary cir- ^^^^ ^*; ^*^ ^®® 
cumstances. No special system of release for prisoners suffering ill-health will be "uffersTn h^th 
adopted ; but I will make every effort to see that no person sufiers in health." 

On the same date, in a debate upon the Appropriation Bill, Mr. 
Balfour is thus reported in Mansard : — > 

" As to the treatment of prisoners, he regretted to olWerve that the boai. 
member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon) had left the House, and he would not advert, 
as he should otherwise have done, to the unfortunately violent time whi6h 
eharacterized too large a portion o^ the speech which the hon. gentleman had 
addressed to the House. The contention was that an entirely different treatment 
ought to be applied to so-called prisoners under the Crimes Act to what was speech on Ap- 
applied to ordinary prisoners. [Mr. Brunner-^Hear, hear J He thougivtthe hon. propriHtionBifi, 
g;entleman who cheered was not a member of that House during < the discus- ^^7. 
sion of the Act, or he would have known that not only the opinion of the 
Crovemment, but also of every competent lawyer who had pronounced an opinion 
on the matter, was that the Act dealt solely with offences which were already 
•ffenoea under, the existing law. Persons, iSierefore, who offended against the 
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CrimM Act offended against the ordinary law, and the only difference made by 
the Act related to the machinery by which they were tried. There appeared ta 
him to be no adequate justification for different treatment of these persons under 
Wh7nc4? condemnation. Me entirely conceded t?iat political offences ought to he distingvished 

from offences that were not political, but the Government did not propose to deed, and 
would not deal, with offences which were political under the Crimes Act any more than 
under the ordinary law. Part of the speeches against prison discipline were 
aimed at the whole existing system, as it applied to every kind ofprisoners. 
That might be a very proper subject for Parliamentary inquiry. SLe did nol^ 
profess to have an^ knowledge of the subject. He had never been 
brought in contact with it, nor had he ever made it a special studv ; but if the 
question of prison discipline was to be dealt with at all, it ought to be dealt with 
with regard to England and Ireland at the same time, and not simply with reference to 
any particular Act of Parliament or any class of prisoners. It might be that prisoners 
were treated too harshly. Bj all means, let Parliament make inquiry. No one would 
rejoice more than he if such an inquiry produced a reform, if that reform wereneeded. 
What be had always said was that he enould always, to the best of his ability, see that 
precisely the same system was adopted in Ireland as in England, with regard to all 
prisoners who came under the law. The hon. and gallant member for North Gal way 
(Colonel Nolan) tried to draw a distinction between educated and uneducated prisoners, 
and between those who had been accustomed to manual labour and those who had not. 
He was perfectly ready to concede that the same punishment might be a very different 
punishment to one man and another ; but he was unable to feay whether any distinc* 
tion of the kind was actually made in prison. That, however, was not a question 
which came up only with regard to the Crimes Act ; it came up with regard to the 
ordinary law, and in quite as striking a manner. Everybody knew that the criminal 
classes were not entirely composed of uneducated persons and those accustomed to 
manual labour. If there was any injustice in regard to these matters, by all means let 
it be redressed, not only in connection with persons condemned under the Crimes 
Act, but also in connection with others who were condemned under the ordinary law 
in England. Hon. gentlemen opposite had dwelt at great length on the hardships of 
prison discipline. He wished they and their friends in Ireland had always re* 
collected those hardships when they were discussing the Crimes Act at public meet- 
ings ; but in speech after speech tbey told the unfortunate peasantry in Ireland that 
the Crimes Act would not have anv terror for them, for, after all, tbey would be 
better off in prison than outside of it. How that kind of exhortation was consistent 
with the speeches just made in the House a man must have a great deal of ingenuity to 
discover. The hon. member for East Mayo went the length of accusing him of so con- 
Renlv to an ac- *^'^^"8 matters as to put the hon. member for North-East Cork (Mr. William 
caJation by Mr' O'Brien) in prison for several days before trial out of a feeling of personal spite, and 
Dillon. of personal vengeance, which he was supposed to entertain on account of certain 

artides in United Ireland, He thought at first that the suggestion was a grim joke 
until he recollected that in Monday's debate the hon. gentleman (Mr. DiUon) gave 
the House to understandthat he was himself so moved and infiuenced by articles in The 
Times, that he found it almost impossible to refrain from, as it were, giving practical 
contradiction to those articles by refusing to use his influence to disperse meetincs 
peaceably in Ireland. Well , if the hon. gentleman felt newspaper criticisms so acutely 
he could well imagine tha the attributed the same sensitiveness to him. If that were 
M Balfonr im- *''**' ^® (JAt, A, J. Balfour) would have an even more uneasy time of it than be had at 
peiVious to * ^^® present moment. . But he could assure the hon. gentleman that no articles he ever 
newspaper criti- read, either in Irish or in English newspapers, had eier given him a moment's un- 
cisma. easiness or the least desire to inflict vengeance upon an editor. The main contention 

of the hon. gentlemen who had spoken on the question was that the Covernment 
ought to draw a wide distinction between political and other offences, and the hon. 
and gallant gentleman (Colonel Nolan), who was the first to raise this point in the 
House, said a broad distinction might be made if by political offences they mean 
speeches and writings, and by ordinary offences they meant actions. He asked the 
House to consider for a moment what that position amounted to. It meant that 
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tboie j^nont who eonoeired it to be their dutj — nnont unhafjpilj and wronglj con- Qf^^^gg^ rtdUi^ 
weired it to be their dutj — to ur^e the Irish peasants to commit ordinary offences, for ^^^^ of motiTe 
which thej would be treated by punishment under the ordinary law, were to reoeire m of Irish mem- 
far less sliare of punishment than those whom they practically drore to the com- ^^^"^ 
mission of crime. He could hardly beliere that hon. gentlemen who urged that con- 
tention were serious. He could understand that a perrerted sense of public duty 
might induce hon. gentlemen to urge the Irish peasants to the commission of crime, 
but he could not oonceiYC that they should come down to the House and ask the House 
and the British public to treat those who proroked to crime in a different manner 
from their rictims. He could hardly beliere that they seriously contemplated the 
proposition which they asked the House to accept. For themselveS'-ihose who were jJSJ^**?' ?L^ 
^oing to make the speeches — they ashed on4 measure ofjustice^ and for those who were ^^^l^ajadsi.) 

ffoing to be the dupes of their speeches, another measure. He beliered that when the 
ine which those hon. gentlemen were taking was thoroughly understood in Ireland* 
it would hardly conduce to the continuance of the confidence, with which, doubtless* 
they were now treated by their followers in that country." 

During tlie entire of the year 1888, questions were continually raised 
upon the subject in the House. In November, 1887, Mr "Wul O'Brien, 
M.P., and Mr. Mandeville were first imprisoned, and their treatment gave 
rise to many indignant protests during the Eecess. While they were con- 
fined in Tmlamore Jail, Mr. 0. J. O'Donel, the respected police magistrate 
of Dublin, who had to sentence the Lord Mayor (Mr. T. D. Sullivan) in 
December, 1887, for publishing in the Nation, newspaper the reports of 
supjtressed branches of the Irish National League, ordered that the 
accused be confined as a first-class misdemeanant. This gave rise to J5rffcj^'J??MQ 
much discussion, and it became notorious that under the Prisons Act, 1877, ^^^"^ 
every tribunal had full power thus to mitigate the sentence; but from 
that date to the present no R.M. has ever ordered a prisoner to be de- 
tained as a fixst-class misdemeanant, thus showing a distinct policy on the 
part of the Government to indict harsh and degrading punishment on 
political opponents sentenced under the Coercion Act, resident magistrates 
being, with the exception of the police magistrates of Dublin, entirely 
under the control and subject to the orders of the Executive. And in his 
43peech at Birmingham, 1888, Mr. Bfdfour gave a very plain hint to 
the magistrates not to allow appeals, one or two of the county court 
judges having modified the sentences of the resident magistrates by pre- 
scribing detention as first-class misdemeanants. In Ireland no sentence ^ ghamefui 
of one month or under can be appealed from, and for a long period during trick, 
the administration of the Act sentences of one month, or two cumulative 
sentences of one month on various charges, were given in order to defeat 
end shut out all appeals. 

Toward the end of 1888 Mr. Balfour, under the pressure of public speech, isth 
opinion, gave the first sign of yielding on the subject. On the 18th De- I>«c.,i888. 
cember, 1888, in a debate in the House of Commons on the Civil Service 
Estimates {Mdnsardy vol. 332, pages 738 to 743), the Chief Secretary 
said : — 

'* The right hon. gentleman (Mr. Sexton) had challenged him to say under 
what statute it was justifiable to use violence to compel a prisoner to substitute 
prison clothes for his own clothes. The state of the law, he was advised, was 
this — that certain rules having been laid down for the discipline of the prison, it 
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was justfifiable, aud uot only justifiable, but obligatory on the prisoa authodtifls, 
to use tbali degree of force, aud no more» that might be required to enforce obe« 
dience to the rules so laid down. No evidence had b^n adduced by the Hi^t 
hon. gentleman, or by anyone else, which would lead, him to believe thatmoro 
tfiai^ that necessary amount of force had ever in fkny case been used with regard to 
any prisoner in Ireland. So much for the question of eom,peUing prisoner! to wear 
Mr. Balfour and prison clothes (see page 32). The right hon. gentleman had discussed the question c^ 
the priests. J^ ^^^ ^ j Balfour's) responsibility with regard to the framing of prison rnk« 
which had been given in the case of two priests who had been imprisoned in Ire- 
land in. recent years. The right hon. gentlem^ very naturally discussed the 
relaxation of the rule under which priests were not. compelled to wear prison 
dress ; and he asked him on what possible principle he had gone so far ae he had 
gone; and if he had gone so far as he ha^, why had hen>t gone farther? He 
attempted in the very brief answer he gave that day in reply to the right hon. 
gentleman ihe meml>er for Newcastle {Mx^ John Morley) to explain his position in 
the matter. Both the right' Hon. gentleman, the member for Newcastle, and the 
9ighji4.hon* gentleoQAo,' th^e Lord Mayor of Dublin (Mr. Sexton), had informed him 
that he was not correct in saying that priests were not canouically obliged to wear 
the dress of priests. ' He quite admitted that he was not an authority on canonical 
faws, si^d he bowed tp those who had superior knowledge; but though he was 
wron^, he donbted not/ upon the canonical obligation of a priest to wear ecclesias- 
tical dressy there could be no doubt from the speech of the right hon. gentleman 
(Pir. Sexton) himself, that he (Mr. A. J. Balfour) was right upon the view he 
took in regard to the attitude which would be taken by Catholics on the question 
of compelling priests to wear prison dress ; because the right hon. gentleman had 
stated that he (Mr. A. J. Balfour) was too prudent — in other words, too much afraid 
— to make priests wear prison dress in Ireland. The charge of cowardice was not one 
usually levelled at t^e government of Ireland. But, at all events, the right hon. 
gentleman's phrase proved that the priests themselves, and those who shared the 
same religion, would be deeply moved by the fact that the priests had to put away 
the garbs or robes which dinerentiated them from ordinary laymen, and to put on 
prison clothes. That was all he desired to say to justify, in so far as he might 
Observe the use justify, the action he had taken in this matter. He had never pretended that th« 
of pronoun. course he had pursued was free from doubt and difficulty ; but, on the wh<^e, 
balancing the pros and cons as carefully as he could, he came to the 
conclusion that the relaxation was a justifiable relaxation, and though 
hon. gentlemen had not hesitated to challenge the course he pursued, 
and had not shrunk from trying to make his position in the matter diffi- 
cult because he departed from the ordinary rules, they had not yet said anythin|; 
in the debate which either convinced him that he was wrong in going so far as kt 
had gone, or convinced him that he ought to have gone farther. He absolutely 
declined to make any further relaxation in the rules in favour of priests. The right 
hon. gentleman asserted that he had made relaxations in the case of pri.^sts because 
Erasion. of their elevated social position, and he founded rmon that an argument which 

looiUd can^y with it the necessity of dealing leniently with everyone who held an 
elevaZed social position. [Mr. Sexton dissented a] He had not the least desire to 
press that, if the right hon. gentleman did not think that his phrase, ' elevated 
social position,' could be used to bring within the circle ol relaxations any other 
class of the community. The right hon. gentleman, through the whole of this part 
^^ti*^ be '^^ ^^ ^^^ speech, seemed to assume that because these gentlemen were alleged to nave 
tweeif^otive broken the law through their sense of duty they should be treated differently from 
and crime is ordinary prisoners. But the right hon, gentleman would see that if that principle 
dealt with in ^gj.g ^q ^g carried out it would profoundly modify prison discipline^ not only in Ire- 
.jud<S*"not The ^^"^^ *^^ ^'^ England. The governors of prisons would have to consider not mereiy 
jailer should de- what a man had done, but what were his motives in doing it — not merely what the sen- 
cide whether a tenee inflicted by the court was, but how it should be modified by the Executive in view of 
™flrst-classmis^ ^^ i?i^*^io»s loith which the prisoner had committed the offence.'* 

demeanant or jifr. Sexton—'' And seditious libel, 

not. 
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Mr. A._ J. £al/eur—"'Bs ei&tute, nndoubleijly, i 
were treated peculiarly ; bat tiiera weie nmny offenw 
tiou3 libel which were committed by the offcudii c ii w 
be conacientiouB ftroandb. The illuatratiou he had UM 
other. It was ihe illustiation of those n-ho declined U 
Could there be a. clearer case uf violating an Act of '. 
grounde ! The pei'&oiiB to whom the riuht hon. eentJea 
— ! ;„ indantl, were persona who miijht, no doubt, 



icientioaB grouoda, or they niight not ; but a pen 
A vacciuat^ could, by no poasibility, be actuated b 
He mnat do it from a coDscientioua belief that he n 



his child if he had it vaccinated. Tlierefore, if any class of the coinniunity onaht 
to have relaxation of prison discipline extended to tliem surely it ahould be that 
-class who refused to ol>ey the VaccinatiCn Laws." [An hon, member— " So they 
ought."] "Ye8,biitit had never been done, nor in all the vaccination debates he had 
listened lo in the Houbc of Commons had lie ever heard it asserted that if a man 
was comiiiitted to prison he should be committed under different regulations to 
thoae which applied to other prisoners. Many men had contended that such per- 
sona ought not to be sent to prison ; but no one, bo far as he knew, had ever yet 
contended that, if they were sent to prison, the lules applied to them should be 
of an entirely different kind to thoae applied to other priBoners. The right hou. 
gentleman would recollect that he {Mr. A. J. Balfour) did not admit, and tisd never 
admitted, that there was any distinction in criminality between those sent to prison 
under the C'imes Act and prisoners under the ordinary law. He did not desire to 
argue that point now ; but, as the right hou. gentleman based a large part of his 
argument upon it, h>- thought it necesiary to enter his canmt that the pi'ocedure 
by which crime was bronght home to the guilty was undoubtedly different under 
the C^'imes Act to what it was under the law which prevailed in England, and 
used to prevail in Ireland. The law itself, fof the bi-each of which the people wore 
punished, was not in any essential particular different from that under which the 
inhabitants of England and Scotland lived. He regretted the right hon. gentle- 
man should have condescended to snggest that impriaonment under the Crimes 
Act was an easy method of getting rid of a political opponent. The right hon. 
gentleman must have been perfectly aware that in uttering that phrase he de- 
scended to a mode of argument less reputable than that to which, to do him 
justice, he usually conGned himself in the House. He must be perfectly aware 
that to assert that any Goieniment, Tory or Radical, conld contemplate imprison- 
ment as aconvenient method of breaking down the health or destroying the life of 
a political opponent, was a gvotesQue contention to resort to in the English House 
of Commons. Apart from generalities, they must be aware that the prisoners, 
whom the right hon. gentleman described as political, who hail been put into 
prison under the Crimes Act, hail bee7t Irealea with fj:fr<wriliitirj/ coasidenUion, Why were 
and that if there had been any departure whatever from ordinary prison treat- ^^™ ~I 
ment in their case, the departure had always been on the Bide of leniency. The political 
hon. member tor North-East Cork himself — who had, fo to rpeak, led the attack 
on the present question — was a standing example of the manner in which the 
prison rules had been applied in Ireland. The hou. gentleman hid been treated 
m hospit.ll ; his health had been most carefully looked after, and he had been 
treated with every consideration. Moreover, he believed that a colleague of the 
right hon. gentleman, the hon. member for East Mayo (Mr. Dillon), was never 
out of hospiial for a single day while in prison, and considerable trouble was 
taken to see thnt the particular maladies from which he suffered should be 
treated not merely according lo the advice of the prison doctors, but ac- 
.cording to the best advice which could be got. Therefore, those criticisms 
came from the right hon. gentleman with a very ill grace. Some of the 
right hon. gentl'niau's colleagues must be perfectly well aware that, if the 
prison rules had been modified at all in connection with them, they had cer- 
tainly not been modiUcd in the direction of making them harsher. He had 
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B«Ter Mdd in the Hotue that he was an authority on prison discipline, nor had he: 
•ver pretended that he had looked into the c^uestion from any independent points 
of Tiew. He had rested his position upon this partioular issue. If thev thought 
the prison rules should he modified m Ireland in relation to so-called political 
prisoners, they must modify them in regard to ordinary prisoners also ; and if 
they thouffht they should he modified in connection with ordinary prisoners in 
Ireland, they must he modified in connection with ordinary prisoners m England ; 
and they must modify them in England before they modify them in Ireland, 
because the prison rules in England were stricter and harsher than the prison rules, 
which applied to Ireland. When hon. gentlemen opposite.came forward and moved 
for some general inquiry into the whole method oi prison treatment throughout 
the United Kingdom — ^not in connection with one particular class, not in connection, 
with one particular party, not in connection with their own friends — then he was 
perfectly ready, as far as he was concerned, to say that he had no objection to the 
mquiry. He could only add that the rules under which prisoners in Ireland at this* 
moment were treated were not antiquated rules, but they were rules recently 
Head Report of revised by a Royal Commission, and ne could not conceive that if they were ta 
BeTon and appoint a new Royal Commission to inquire into the operation of the prison rules, 
^^^^^on' on England and Ireland, such a commission would see any ground whatever for 
Association— modi^ins the decisions which had been arrived at by their predecessors, or that 
Part I. they would think it consistent with their view of the metnod in which prison. 

discipline should be regulated in the United Kingdom to make any change of an 
Important character in the rules which eovemed, at the present time, not Irish 
prisons alone, but English, Scotch, and Irish prisons." 

The treatment as ordinary criminals of political opponents sucli as Mr. 
Sheeliy, M.P.; the Messrs. Kedmond, M.P.'s ; Alderman Hooper, M.P.;, 
Mr. Lane, M.P.; Mr. Pox, M.P.; and Mr. Condon, M.P., and many others, 
for open and advised speaking, had by this time roused a strong feeling in. 
England, and several Conservative members expressed themselves against 
the needless degradation of Irish, representatives. In Pebruary, 1889, 
Mr. "William 0*Brien had again been imprisoned. His sufferings in Clon- 
mel jail, the brutal strippings, and clippings, roused a dangerous feeling of 
exasperation among the Irish members, and in England a distinguished 
Committee of National Protest was formed. The agitation was renewed 
in Parliament, and on the 25tli Pebruary, 1889, the Chief Secretary 
thus delivered himseK — 

Speiech26th « igt. What are the actual prison rules, and, secondly, ought members of thi** 

Vw., '» House, and others brought up under the Crimes Act, to be treated in the sam^ 

manner as others are treated? I hope the House will understand that that 
distinction ought to be kept in view by any man who desires to have a perfectly 
clear view of this case. The right hon. gentleman has, I think, again in this 
House, as he did in the country, entirely misled hlB audience as to my relation 
with the Prisons* Board. I stated — and I am perfectly ready to say it again—that 
the management of prisons in Ireland is not in my power, and no more it is. 
What is known as the Chief Secretary's Department is a perfectly definite official 
organisation. I am not dealing with technicalities at all. The essential difference- 
is this — anything which is in my department I am directly responsible for. It 
comes before me in the ordinary course, and my signature is required before any 
matter can be carried out. It is carried on by a staff in the Chief Secretary s 
Department. The Prisons' Board bears precisely the same relation to the Lord 
Lieutenant and the Chief Secretary, who advises the Lord Lieutenant, as the^ 
Prisons' Board in England bears to my right hon. friend, the Home Secretary 
(ironical Opposition cheers), and I say in England, as in Ireland, it is absurd to say- 
that the management of prisoners is in my department (Ministerial cheers, and 
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Opitosition cries of < Oh, oh '). The right hon. gentlemaii, the member for Mid* 
lothian, expresses ever^r sign of disgust and disapprobation at that statement (Op- 
position cheers). The interpretation which I understand is received at the Home 
Office in England, is that the Home Secretary has no direct control over the destiny 
of prisoners. It is his business, no doubt, in connection with Parliament, to frame 
laws for prison discipline ; but it is not the business of the Home Secretary, nor of 
iiis department, to control the separate destinies of individual prisoners (cheers). 
I have never denied that I have relations with the Prisons' Board. Of course not 
(Ironical Home Rule cheers). I am not only not deuyine it» but I am proclaiming 
it on the house-top. I have not, however, that control over separate prisoners 
'which members opposite would attribute to me. Then comes down the right hon. 
^ntleman, and not for the first time, he says : ' How comes it, then, that vou have 
relaxed the rules in favour of priests ?' I have never concealed from the House 
that it was, in my opinion, a very doubtful point whether that relaxation was not 
a straining of tne Act (Opposition cheers). I have said so before, and I am 
iperfecthr ready to say so again. But I have made inquiry, and I find that in 
rlogland precisely the same kind of relaxation is made when questions of religious 
feelinffs or religious prejudices come into account. I find, for example* in Enghuid 
there have been regulations made and acted upon by which Jews have certain 
{privileges as regarcU food prescribed by the Jewish creed. I also find that, as far 
as possible, the prejudices of Hindoos with regard to caste are respected in 
English prisons. I maintain, therefore, that in makinff the relaxation to which I 
have alluded, I have, unconsciously, I admit, followed the analogy of the English 
practice. How is the case to be distinguished from the action which the riffht non. 
geptlemen desire me to take in dealing with the particular destinies of iudividoal 
prisoners in the way of relaxation in prisons ? I maintain that the two cases are ab- 
solutely different. In one case Ideal with a perjectly defined class, I deal with that The Crimes Aei 
<class not by way of making their punishment less, but by way of makingtheir punish- prisoners are a 
ment equal, because I hold — and I am sure the House will agree with me — that it JSedchw^*^ 
is an additional punishment to compel a priest to do that which the rules of the 
Roman Catholic Church, either forbid or discourage him from doing. You 
will observe that there are two wide distinctions between the action I have taken 
and the action I am asked to take. On those two distinctions I have partly based, 
though I have got others — ^the justification of what I have done, and the justifica- 
tion of the refusal of that which I will not do. But there is even a further reason. 
The right hon. centleman twits me with the fact, that I have considered Irish 
«entiment in making the relaxation with regard to priests. Properly speaking, I 
have no objection to the indictment. The House is aware that, speaking broadly, 
we may say that every member of the disestablished Church m Irel^d, every 
member 'Of the Wesleyan body, and every Quaker, is a man not only attached to 
the Union between IreUmd and this country (cries of *oh, oh,*,from the Opposition), 
but fervently approves the administration of the Crimes Act as carried on in that 
country (renewed cries of *oh, oh'). I also admit it is true that almost every 
leading Roman Catholic of position, whether at the Bar or on the Bench — well, 1 
do not know about the B^icn — ^whether in commerce, or whatever line of life he may 
be — almost every leading Roman Catholic shares the same view (*oh, oh,* from 
the Home Rule members); but, nevertheless, the fact remains, that un- 
doubtedly the great mass of support which the Grovemment receive in point of 
numbers in Ireland, in the acuninistration, are Protestants. Was there not» 
under these circumstances, great danger that the issue we were fighting, in Ire- 
land— the issue between law and disorder (cheers and Home Ru& laughter) — 
whether this issue should not be confounded with those ancient and perennial 
religious q^uarrels, which added so much to the unhappiness of a country whose 
political history has been far from fortunate ? Was not that a reason, in addition 
to all other reasons, why I should take every pains in my power to make it clear 
to every Roman Cathouc in Ireland and out of it, that, while I was determined, 
■irrespective of creed or station, to enforce the law, I was most anxious in every 
jrespect to consider the legitimate prejudices of the Roman Catholic priesthood ? 
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(HoAie Rnli laoghtef). Then tbe r^ht h6n. gentleman proceeded to make some 
observations npon the subject of hair-'ctttting in jail, and he Appears to assume, 
that the practice of clipping hair be^an for the tirst time last October. That 
I believd to be an absolutely unfounded statement. If my recollection serves me 
ajight; I do not think any prisoner in Ireland has been exempted except upon a 
debtor's certificate. A doctor's certificate was given in the case of the hon. 
member for East Mayo, and Mr. Blunt." 

Mr, DiUon. — "Will the right hon. gentleman be kind enough to state the nature 
of the disease which prevented my hair being cut V* (Opposition laughter). 

Mr, A. J, Balfour, — *'My recollection of the diseases of the hoin. member is not 
y%ty complete, although I have redd a great deal about them (cries of ' oh/ and 
hisses from the Opposition side). I think hon. gentlemen are a little unreasonable. 
If I am asked a question I may be permitted to answer it. There is no doubt that 
tlM member for Mayo is a gentleman of delicate constituti<m. He was in hospital 
daring the whole time of his confinement in jail, and, natmrally, nnder those 
circnmstances, I had to read various reports concerning the state of his health. 
I have said nothing offensive either to him or to the House. I am sure the hon. 
member will accept my assurance that nothing personal to him was meant. The 
right hon. gentleman appears to think that this is a specially Iri^ form of brutality 
of treatment. There is the case of the member for Lanark (Mr. C. Graham), and 
if* any man in England was sent to prison for a political offence — namely, for 
participatiou in a riot in Trafalgar Square — he was. He had his hair cut, he 
had to sleep on a plank bed, he nad to put on the prison dress ; and yet, without 
protest, without agitation, he went through all the so-called degrading punish- 
ment which now moves hon. gentlemen with horror and tears." 

Mr, Healy. — "He was convicted by a jury of his own countrymen." 

Mr. A, J, Balfour, — ** The distinction, therefore, of the learned gentleman is 
this — a man convicted by a jury may have indignities placed upon him, but a man 
not so convicted may not. There is an end of your prison case, if that is your 
argument. I do not think I need go further into that question at the present 
moment. I said to the House on Friday night, that the fears of the hon. member 
for Cork — that no Irish Nationalist would condescend to tskke advantage of a 
doctor's certificate — were wholly unfounded. I stated that the statistics I had 
collected proved that there had been a great deal more of relaxation for persona 
committed under the Crimes Act, than for persons committed under the ordinary 
law. According to the statistics for last month, the percentage is 4 per cent., in 
cases of ordinary crime, and 18 per cent, in cases under the Crimes Act. The 
right hem. gentleman says, * You are sheltering yourself under a doctor's certifi- 
cate.' This is his criticism. But how does that consist with the charges daily 
brought against me by the right hon. gentleman's friends — that I desire to murder my 
political opponents ? Choose which branch of the charge you like to make, but do- 
not make both (renewed cheers.) Do not at once say, ' You are using prison doc- 
tors for the purpose of slaughtering your opponents,' and, at the same time, say, 
' You are exercising ille^^itimate pressure upon your prison doctors, in order to- 
make your path in the House of Commons easier.' Even more striking is the 
case of the five gentlemen who have been put into prison in connection with the- 
recent efforts to stir up disorder in Kerry. Of the five I find that only one has 
takm his prison treatment in the ordinary way. The other four, althon^ they 
have all shown great energy in carrying out the agitation, have acted differently .' 

Mr. Healy. — ** Give the names, and then there will be no mistake." 

Mr, A, J, Balfour, — " The member for Kerry, he was not put in prison, because 
the doctor said it would endanger his life. He had been workmg with great energy, 
and had shown no signs of weakness (' oh, oh,' and an Irish member — * What do* 
you insinuate ' ?). I am making no accusation against him (ironical laughter 
from the Irish benches). There is the member for North-East Cork, whose case 
we all know about. Then there is the case of Mr. O'Connor, who was discovered 
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tO' be eptkptlcv and ksc had to be dischiirged^ Ti^fen' thero' Is th^' ease 6f Mr. 
Finnoiinat > iH^ iw*^ fMrk iiiihospHal from* the flr^t dn^of his &it*ivAl. T6at aocounts 
f«r^urior fin* ^faqse lives 1 Mh' trying* ito take^oliieidts).' 'Now I tv^tit tb know' 
tHMbt jtutificii'^iQi^ thfre is lev acousing* meoC cj^iieat' bmitblity -to these men? 
(c^wera). \I ^am fVot\gc9ng\ to cM^ueHte cmef^ whkth^^ €h^ ^ffhMd H trtaud ^ Balfour avoid* 
ordniarit pnsdnofaj \ \l shoilveoikie-toil^aiby-Rnd^by i bit, aSsnthing that to be the Jj^© oidy que»- 
case, whatioBtifiaatianiBthete for tbe charges hi«de li gainst meon evety j^atfortn "**^ " *'^^"®* 
in. England ? .^obesra). i am eharged ivith having jested ov^r the Sufferings of 
thoRe peoplo <heai% hear). Sir, I have n^ver- jested. ' (An Irish memlS&r — 
' Jdbaiue.') I have never done so (hisses), but in* my opinion a great deal of what 
Itasgone On is essentially absurd (okeersX and unworthy of grave treatment, - 
aHhongb, I have always tried to treAt it gravely; and above all, in the morbid 
and diseased state of the p«ibtia niiiid (laughter), when an audience like that 
addressed, by the member for Newcastle oonTd find tears to wipe away over the 
disnobing of Mn O^Brien, but only lan^hed when the right hon. gentleman men- 
tlened the death of M^. Inspeotor Martm^" 

Mr. J, Motley. — ** I am sorry to intemipt the right hon. gentleman. I was 
present at the meeting, and all I can say is I did not hear laughter nor did the 
reporters of any newspapers except two.'* 

. JUr, A. t/. Balfour, — " The truth is undoubtly that, as I admit, you have produced 
some temporary effect amongst your own followers. I fear they believe seriously 
that a grand tragedy is oeing enacted in Ireland (cheers). We see the 
mechanism, we see the trap doors, the scene-shifting. We understand it, 
and, no doubt, in contemporary Irish history, which is full of ^tragedy, the 
tragedy of Mr. O'Brien desen'es an important place. But I pass from 
these exercises to the larger and more important question, whether we ought 
or ought not to make a distinction betweea Crimes Act prisoners and other pri- 
soners ? Now, it seems to me there is a confusion of thouijht here, almost exceed- 
ing the inaccuracy of statement. As I gather, there are three arguments for this 
cUstinction of treatment. There is the popular-man argument — the argument 
which says that because a man is a good speaker, or happens to be popular, he is 
not to be treated as an orduiary prisoner. Next there is the genteel argument — 
that becauu^ a man has been brought up in circumstances of comfort and luxury, 
therefore he has to be treated more tenderly than the man who has had a rough 
life, and who has had harder fare. {* No.') That argument has constantly been 
used ; and there is the third argument — that these are political offenders, and be- 
cause they are political they ought to be treated with greater relaxation than 
would be the case if they were ordmary offenders. I think the first argument is 
wholly absurd. ITie member for Bridgeton made a speech about the eloquence of 
J^lr. O'Brien, and founded on that an argument that be should be treated differ- 
ently. I win not dispute with the right hon. gentleman about Mr. O'Brien's 
style. No man has had more. experience of it (laughter). But to me it seems 
absolutely absusd, because any individual happens to be gifted with eloquence, or 
any other qualities which endear him to large masses of men, for that reason he is 
to be speciallv treated. As to the genteel argument, I will only say that there is ^ criminal Is 
this much for it. It is said that the punishment is increased to the man who has criroinal no 
been brought up well. I think, perhaps, that is a strong argument ; at all events matter how 
it has some meaning. Very good, then ; carry it out in your prisons generally, senteel he is. 
There are 20,000 pnsoners on any given day in England, Scotland, and Ireland 
under the ordinary law. There are about KK) Crimes Act prisoners. If you want 
to reform, begin with the 20,000, and not with the 100 (hear, hear). I come 
now to the more important argument, which says that a distinction ought to be 
drawn because the (Crimes Act prisoners are guilty of a political offence. I am 
bound to say that Benthami would have' fainted if he h&d beard that argument. 
Does the right hon. gentleman seriously lay it down in thia House that tne Exe- 
co^ve Government shoul^ choose out for special favour, for special treatment, 
those prisoners who possess certain qualities ? Bentham would have been shocked 

beyond measure (cheers). / do vot drm/ that in one senate these o^ences are See ap€^h, 18th 

sept. , o I • 
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pdUicalf but in another Mnse they are not. You yoarselvefl have been in the habit of 
sayinff that they are not. It is said their object is to prevent people from being 
turned out of their houses and homes. That may be a ffood object, but it is not m 
political object. Therefore^ if your own aooonnt oe taken, they are not 
political offenders. But I will give you this. These mm%f I do not doubt, have 
apdUical object in view. They luire stated over and over anin that they are carry* 
ing on a war— the rebellion of '98, the rebellion of '48, and the rebellion of '68^ 
(a laugh). They have acknowledged thai. Some of them have announced that they 
See Part I, adhere to the physical force party. / auite admit that they have a political object-^ 
V&gea 29 & 32. ^^^ ^^^ ^n^^ ^^ carrying on war, ana thai rebellion makes them political offendere. 
Yes, and it makes the dynamiter a political offender (cheers). Jt makee the politic 
cal assassin a political offender (laughter). And until you are prepared to carry 
out your principle to a logical conclusion, until you are prepared to sav that the man 
who attempts to blow up this House, or murder a Chief Secretary or other official is to 
be treated with relaxation of the prison rules, your political offender argument, in my 
opinion, absolutely falls to the ground. The right hon. gentleman seems to hold 
that because a man aims at a good object, that justifies him. Is the right hon. 
gentleman so ignorant of jurisprudence as to hold that because a man aims at a good 
object that is a ground forgiving him special and exceptional treatment? I cannot 
regard a better object than a man supporting his wife and family. I cannot regard a 
m )re sbocking thing, than a man knowing that he leaves a wife and children starving ; 
yet if he goes out and steals something, you do not make that man a first-class mis- 
demeanant — ^you send him to penal servitude (laughter and ' No'). I want to 
know how you are to reconcile facts like that with the p03iti3n vou now take up as to 
good objects. I will take a stronger case — that of your own Corrupt Practices Act, 
1885. Under that Act, if a man corruptly gives £5 to assist in brining him to 
Parliament, you send him to prison and inflict on him all the ignominy of ordinary 
imprisonment. Perhaps he mav be a member of this House-r-he may be passionately 
beloved by the constituency he is wooing ; but on that account are you going to give 
The briber com- that man exceptional treatment ? Until you can draw a distinction between him and 
^^^rrXf^iTu^ ll^y^ntlemen below the gangway, I shall not admit nor accept that argument. You 
memberemerely *^^® ^^® ^^ ^^^^^ ^^^ ^^^ deliberately breaks the law in Ireland. I say that he 
malum prohibl- is indirectly responsible for the crime which he knows has often followed, and pro- 
tum. That's bably — nay, will follow — ^from the action he has taken. I think on that account it 
the distinction, ^ould be a monstrous thing to distinguish between those who come down to preach 
against the landgrabber and the man who goes, in consequence of that excitement, 
and fires bullets through the landgrabber's windows. But, if there is to be different 
treatment, do you think the Government ought to decide that question ? I say that 
a court of law, and a court of law only, is entitled to say what sentence the man shall 
undergo. The right hon gentleman thinks 1 ought to excuse the member for 
North-East Cork, Mr. Sheehan, Mr. Finuoane, and so on. Am I to excuse 
their associates? (' Yes.') I am to do that? I am to excuse the inci- 
ter to crime and the committer of the crime. Does he found that doctrine 
upon any principle of jurisprudence ? If so, does he limit it to Irish 
prisoners ? Why, sir, if this principle were carried out, we should have to remodel^ 
not only the whole prison discipline from the top to the bottom, but the whole 
principle of jurisprudence. I may say that I shall not object myself to have the 
question adequately discussed ; but what I shall object to is the carrying out of 
this principle for a first time on a political class. 1 shall require that you make 
it general, and that the measure you mete out to the Crimes Act prisoners in 
Ireland, shall be measured out to prisoners in ESngland and Scotland. The right 
hon. gentleman missed out, as I told the House, all reference to the accusations 
levelled against me, with regard to the maltreatment of prisoners. These storief 
are false. {Times* Parliamentary Debates, week ending March 2nd, 1889, pages 
5 to 59 inclusive). 

It was in this debate tbat Mr. Chamberlain, on the 28th Febraary, 
declared : — 
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** I would admit that it is a lair sabject for discnssion whether the gentlemen Poor J^oe t 
eonvioted under the Crimes Act, or the majority of these K^otlemen, should or 
should not be treated as first-class misdemeanants, and if a Bill or resolution 
were brought before the House, I confess I should be inclined to support it.'* 
Timei' (Parliamentary Debates, February 28th, week ending 2ud Marcli, page 135.) 

Accordingly, on the 13th March, 1889, Mr. John O'Connor's measure 
was introduced, providing that a certain class of prisoners should be 
treated as first-class misdemeanants, but Mr. Chamberlain voted against 
the measure, and Mr. Balfour delivered the following speech : — 

" Now, observe we pride ourselves on the fact that the progress of demo- Speech on Mr. 
cracy means the progress of equal laws. But if you carry out the principles ^ Connor's Bill 
recently developea on that bench you will have anything but equal laws (hear, 
hear). I cannot imagine anything more detrimental to progress of equal laws or 
to the equality of sentences ; I cannot conceire anything against which a man 
interested in equalitv, should more sternly set his face than the doctrine now 
enunciated from the front Opposition bench (cheers). I hope the House has fol- 
lowed the controversy closely enough to understand that it is not in the interest 
of humanity, but of politics, that this agitation has been in the first instance 
started (hear, hear). 1 could admit that the people of this country are influenced 
hj motives of humanity and of humanity alone. But those who started the agita- 
tion, by their own confession, have been moved by political considerations, and 
political considerations almost entirely (cheers). Mr. O'Brien stated, I think in 
the Fctll Mall Gazette, that the primary object of his action with regard to prison 
treatment was to make the government of Ireland impossible (hear, hear). A 
similar declaration was made by the hon. member for Mayo, confirming the 
original statement of Mr. O'Brien, and stating that all this agitation about prison 
clothes, treatment, and diet had been started for a purely political object, and in 
the interests of a purely political party. Therefore, though that should not 
modify any consideration we may come to on the merits of the question, let us 
understand that it is not humanity, but politics, that is at the root of the whole « 
matter (cheers). Why is it that in this Bill, Crimes Act piispners alone are con- 
templated ? "Why, because it is only in relation to Crimes Act prisoners that you 
can get up politicckl agitation and derive political capital (cheers). You would 
never get a * national protest * in favour of the victims of the Vaccination Acts 
or the Bribery Acts, or the way in which members of the Salvation Army 
are treated, ihey have no political value, and therefore it is that year after 
year you allow their fate to go on uncommented upon in this House,. 
»nd at this moment when you bring in a Bill which is far more 
applicable to them than it is to any gentleman below the gangway,, 
even within the four comers of that Bill there is no reference, however 
remote, to the lot of any one of these classes of prisoners. But will this Bill satisfy 
the gentlemen themselves who have brought it in ? Here I see a curious and in- 
teresting contradiction. The right hon. gentleman, the member for Derby, in 
explaining his views, told us that, roughly speaking, the persons he wanted to 
relieve were the persons who made speeches and wrote articles. That, however, is 
not the view of the hon. member for Cork and his party sitting below the gangway. 




mitted for, and who committed him ? Larkin was a man tried before Chief Baron 
Palles for resisting the process of the law. (An hon. member — < Defending his 
home.'), and Chief Baron Palles sentenced him to 18 months' hard labour, and at 
the end of that time to find security for his good behaviour, which would give an 
opportunity to those who induced Larkin to commit this crime to come forward 
and show themselves and find the sureties (a laugh). Now, the House will ob- 
serve the two doctrines ; the one propounded above the gangway, that the man 
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who makes a speech or writes an article, aud he alone, is a political offender, and 
should be treated exceptionally ; and the far more logical' dok^trine ebcpounded bj 
the hon. member for Cork, that the man who defends bis home— that is to aay, 
resists the process of the IsLw, is a political prisoner, and is to be treated'as a first-c 
class misdemeanant. This Bill will not satisfy either the right hon. member lor/ 
B erby or the gentlemen below the gangway, because it is founded ob no pi^ineiple,* 
will stand no examination, and will not bear a moment's 4,rgiunent. X am told that if 
you pass this Bill you will make first-class misdemeanants men guilty of boycol4ing, 
of intimidation, of riot, of unlawful assembly, of taking forcible possession, and of 
promoting the objects of illegal associations. Now, are you really prepared, in the 
lace of experience and Irish history, to carry out a policy like that ? You had the 
experience in Mr. Forster's time of making these people first-class misdemeanants, 
and the result was that it ceased to be a punishment, aud became almost a luxury, 
to be sent to prison. I, therefore, claim to have shown, in the first place, that 
administrative interference is not tlie proper method of dealing with this question, 
and not the method that any previous Government has adopted, and not the method 
that this Government could adopt without grave danger to law in this country and 
in Ireland. I have shown, in the second place, that if the courts of law have not 
carried out the intention which the right hon. gentleman thinks they ought to have 
carried out, it is because persons have not appealed to them. In the third place, I 
have shown that this Bill, if carried, would satisfy neither the member for 
Derby nor the member for Cork, and I have sugjrested what I believe to be the 
case, that if you are really to carry this Bill into effect, and to make the grave crimes 
I have enumerated only punishable by inprisonment as first-class miademeanants, you 
would rob punishment of that which alone makes it valuable or justifiable — namely, 
its deterrent effects. A few words in regard to my own view of this question. I havfr 
been told over and over again that there is a great tide of public opinion rising upon 
this subject. I am not at all prepared to say that the judicious efforts of the gentle- 
men who get up the * national protest ' may not have produced an effect upon the 
public mind in some parts of the country. I do not doubt it at all ; but it is poor 
statesmanship to make irrational and wholly unjustifiable alterations in the funda* 
mental law and procedure in this country (ironical cheers), in obedience to any mere 
* passing phase of public opinion. While 1 say that, I also fully grant that it is equally 

{)oor statemanship not to try and find out what there is defensible, rational, ana 
ogical at the bottom of the feelins: which may have been excited in the country. I 
wholly decline, I am utterly unable to accept the particular solution which has been 
given either by this Bill or any of the speecoes which I have heard from gentlemen 
An admission, who support the Bill. It seems to me irrational, indefensible, and destructive of 
equality in the law; but I quite admit that there may be, and very likely is, something 
entirely justifiable in the feeling which has been aroused. With regard to prison 
rules, I do not profess to speak as one who has either time or inclination to study the 
question, but I also have to recognize that while the tendency of modem legislation 
hat been in the direction of the rules embodied in the English Act of 1865, and the 
Irish Act of 1877» by which a rigid uniformity of practice has been imposed on every 
prisoner, be he wbora he may, and be he condemned for what offence he may, our 

E risen disci plinf* in Ireland has been subject to so many and such recent revision at the 
ands of Royal Commissioners, that I have the utmost doubt of my own views on the 
subject, and I ehould reluctantly venture to differ from any conclusions at which the 
Koyal Commissioners arrived, or which have been embodied in the legislation that has 
been from time to time passed by Parliament. Yet I confess, at the same time, that 
for my own part, I never have been able to understand on what principle such things 
as prison clothes, and matters of that kind, have been enforced on every kind of 
prisoner, who/ly irrespective of his condition. They are classed under the prison 
rules, I believe, as matters appertaining to health ; and I apprehend there is no doubt 
whatever that the origin of all those rides was a sanitary origin. Under those prin< 
ciples of discipline which have been sanctioned by Royal Commissioners and bgr 
Parliament, and which arose simply upon considerations of health and deanlioesBf 
they were enforced by a rigid iron rule of uniformity on every prisoner, eten 
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ckltbough he did not require the application of them either on the ji^rouQd of 
healtir or of dianliness. 06naider'a.ttftMr^kiefa'l!h«avd of dn)^ a f«iA'^M)f9-. •tfd.'^ 
I heard of a respectable woman, the Mrife of a tradesman, who .aofe.jis^/jQdnci 
trouble by refusing to have her child vaccinated. She was brought before the 
ittagi9tr&til8( waa ;convi«ti^'^ an^' went' ik)< tr&o^r Sh^ ww ftfreJbty; »^?ipye4"^d 
p^tinto the bath ; sltm ^f^f^ in faob^ .treated in the Bf me manner, as 1/ sh^ l^d b^^n 
tl^e veriest tramp tfvkeu up. in tlie streets •(* fihi^rn.e- ). You may say *»haip[\ey' 
I say I cannot see the reaaon bf that ; it is v^ry irrd.tional. Btlt '^hese ar'e the rtiwS 
you have sanctioned and acquiesced in for yiars (hear, hear). It cirttiinly appteri jnst so. 
to me, in so far as I uaderstond the philosophy of punishment «ub«all, .lbs(t tlho^ 
kinds of pumshment, which do notinnict disoomfOrt, but which are' thought by 
some persons to inflict degradation, need not form part of the prison system (Hpme 
Kule laughter), because the evil of that kind of punishment is this: that th^ 
hardened criminal is not punished by it all (hear, hear.) The hardened' anA 
habitual criminal suffers no discomfort, no degradation, by being ^m|>Qlled to .pot 
on the prison clothes, and all the rest of it ; and to the tramp 'smo has Qot It gOOfl 
suit of clothes I believe it may ofte^ be .positive luxury to get the prison clothes. 
Therefore, it is irrational to carry out with iron, rigid uniformity the prison rules 
which now prevail in England and Ireland. Take the instance of the Jews. If 
you ri^ly enforce your prison rules, the Jew necessarily suffers in his religious 
feelings, and the result is — 1 believe illegally — that some modification has been 
made in the English prisons in respect to Jews. A corresponding question arises 
in the case of the other religions and nationalities. As I have just stated, these 
rules as to prison clothes, dietary, and the like, as in those questions of religious 
feelings, have a cast-iron uniformity which recent legislation has imposed, and 
appears to me to be hishly absurd. Many suggestions have been made on both 
sides in favour of classifying prisoners according to their offences. I have myself Approves of 
no objection to the experiment being tried : but I am told by those possessing ex- claesificatioa' 
perience that it is almost certain to fail, and unless there be very strong authority ^J^Jj5i- 4^ ^^ 
for doin^ it I should not embark on so futile an enterprise. But I think it is \i^ ^ ^ 
eminently worthy of consideration by the prison authorities, both in England and 
Ireland, to see whether we cannot remove from what is sound and true and non- 
political, and based on humanity, whatever may be repulsive in the adminis- 
tration of the prison rule in England and Ireland (Home Rule laughter and 
Ministerial cheers). Of course, I need not say to those hon. gentlemen who 
have done me the honour of listening to my innumerable speeches in the 
House on this subject, that I see no distinction that can or ought to 
be made, in any place, which is suggested in favour of prisoners, who were 
commited under a particular statute passed the year before last. I du not think that 
they ought to have or deserve any special treatment ; but they ought to receive, like 
all other prisoners, the benefit of any modifications that may be made in the prison 
rules of England or of Ireland. But the prison rules are embodied in an Act of Par- 
liament. In Ireland, I believe the case is different. I believe that the Lord Lieuten- 
ant inCk>uncil, with the sanction of Parliament, may make such modifications in the 
rules as I have suggested. My present idea of dealing with this matter is to a^k one promises !■- 
or two gentlemen in whose judgment and knowledge of prison rules we have confidence, quir>. 
to investigate this question from the point of view I have, however imperfectly, 
attempted to sketch to the House, and possibly by their aid we may be able to remove 
any shadow or semblance of grievance connected with any class of prison treatment, 
either in this country or in Ireland (bear, hear). I cannot sit down without express* 
ing in the strongest language my conviction that it is not the gentlemen who have 
ur^ed boycotting, who have urged resistance to the laW| and who have carried on the 
agitation which unhappily has been so persistent in Ireland, who are entitled to special 
consideration in this matter, but those other persons to whom reference has been made 
by my hon. friend the member for South Tyrone (Home Rule laughter). Those who 
have been condemned under the Vaccination Act and in connection with the Salva- ^j'^^**"* ^\ 
tion Army, are the class of prisoners who chiefly command Our sympathies, and who ^''^>^ lorger.s 
yght to receive the benefit of any modification which may be made in the law" 



\ 
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(oliMn).«»Tf UMi* FRrlSameiitaij DebaUt, WMk, ending Much 16th, 1889, pagM 350 
to8CI8^ineluaiTe. 

ITo account is here attempted to be giyen, of the more controyersial: 
maimer in which, as in his speech at Glasgow, in October, 1888, and 
at the Unionist banquet in Dublin in 1889, Mr. Balfour told the story d 
the death of John Mandeyille and the stripping of William O'Brien (See 
Part H). But public opinion had reached sudi a phase that the Chief 
Secretary', haTing restored Mr. O'Brien's clothes and laid John MandeyiUe- 
in his grave, felt obliged to appoint a Eoyal Commission, which, however, 
lie resected by the narrowest terms of reference in his letters of in* 
stmction, to inquire into the prison rules. The report of this Commission 
will be found elsewhere, and is well worthy of attentive perusaL (See con* 
elusion of Part I^ also Part U, and Appendix to Part L 

T. M. Healy. 
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V..1 '.dor ', r '. '; J'('j["-i( lol o-- • ' '; •- *^ i-l o'f T .■ >:'":■ 

SOME OPINIONS FROM THE PRESS, 



.\;\W\Vv'^V\ 



7n??;"^?:iTT:Tr^'rr 



'>I'^'iPiUi''' '/;i*''' 'U''4'<^ iL^y/^f ^. ^['1-. t'f ^"irlotrioo ;)[. * bnf^ro'il 
.The d^Q^,%p^^ ^tft^ffWfer 

it difficult, II not impossible, for ' either this or any other 

government to repeat the scandals which have made Mr, 

Balfour's policy in the treatment of prisoners under the 

Coercion Act infamous. Sir Charles Gavan Duffy, in his 

admirable intyo^uctjofl J ^i5^k|^ o|^ ti!^;Y^b!p^ * one of the 

most curious and significant Slate papers oi recent times,' 

lil^dfttd >ikim8rtoli'faoffiiUrriidonbat|^ idmrU iff ciMts^ins, 

:r9i«rb9[1t fonaiidao^ mnmg tiM^t^il^al-iwiiks oI^penMoivSt 

-no-) o'loti /frro ]>■),'[ 'vn f.n n , » ("' ■ "f f iy. )»[ li n> '»/:',- -.: f)^:»^'ri 

The Daily mw8. '\(>^-y^q 

** Mr. Gray shows how politick prisoners have already been 

singled out for special treatment in Great Britain, and how a 

broad line has at alLtisfi^ ^jl^n^^/d^^infii between them and 

ordinary criminals. l?he work is likely to be found valuable 

ilMf 7«fei^ke b:^ Iiii^;iB:ngli^|'^d>8bo«^W%ii^^ib^ 



.^V.>N\Nffhe\«ft'.')rfT 

^^ «txieTTiiatd/entdf*(flW6aiTrf^4^^ 

paaiphlet. -"^^"^^ 






*• The 2{e)eea»ilt Daily Chronieh. 

• 

**This pamphlet has already done Home llule a signal 
1 service. The facts of the case for Ireland are apt to be lost 

• sight of amidst a multiplicity of details, but his (Mr. Gray's) 

t brochure is really a hand-book of the whole question, and 

3 merits a most careful study." 



The Man^Kestir Uuardian. 

"An important pamphlet has just been published in 
Dublin, entitled .^^^l^^ J!r^lEitoiieBC\of triBblitical Prisoners in 

' uns, besides much other Tery v^uable 




rAL ^[)firff ')7iJif if .iff'//' Av,\mv,'i^ ')ift tn upvr oj Irroaifn i/^i* 
•ii{t 'rof)Kir >'rono-ir«] jo M: I'nlii'nl nit n'l 7 Jfoff v'ij/o'ifnJL 
► iff ffi t7'ihj(r if»;7t:r) ^'.f't.;!!') 'ii8 .>i)'tjti;'liii j»A j£t.i>'{X)'> 

ArfMiMrt Bi BtiiiF^ GbmlfviKM&bniffWhe^rlatm^a^ 
tFdaNMi^ls tiwnd-boob io^ftUt Ts^rgent qaektioi¥.oi JfWlfi^ok 
is sufficiently important to merit the detailed noBo^J'We 
intend to give of it next iree k, a nd we need only here con- 
gratulate Mr. Gray most heartily. (Revievr too lat« for 

iT'jod vLr.oiIii evjiil rnerroahq UvA^\l6^ '(foA "ItolU y^'iO /iM '* 

n TToxf Lfift ,fiii)iria^ juoii) ux c^neiuir-jit Lu tj^j^' -lol iijo f)9rsffi^- 

luTfj ifi'jili n'j')wtKf n5»J5^f>2y]5^^^^^tJin tn -ml orril I^ni'i^ 

.•il(ffixjln7 hnjfol 0(f oj yfo/fil A iiovr -iill^ .>lfiffifarr> 7'ffinii^>^" 
" A*^fi>Wfl?SHJfWI*i<?Me|^ ^no)^^!^lw1t 

and meanest phases." 



The'i»«WoiCB^AoZ?V. 




J 



iWPPPI 



"V^' 



^3 



sketch yet published of the entire question." 



.\>^*^vA\. i^^^^^sT Of FT 

The JDublin Evening lelegraph. 

Iln ^^^^fint^S^iteliiotuliienlrfttt IBfaBattoma^i f l^|liibdJ6f 
this b6bk>iibe > lan* Idrfl^olottf oanha&tRaiqfdr lAioodMtiift^^d' i^f 
the Balfourean system," 



*\s\t.vv.v\. . ..T'^ -Th^<?feMl'^lri>^»8W:*'' • ^- '^ '^'^^-''^*- '''^^^ 



•^^dae'«f ;«i*^m<)st iW'^kfot^jW3tetk^F^w6i^s\i^ pub- 



» 

'lift 1(1 -'•f't j'j! ) tMji'.// lif^jMv/' t»:>r3 'i/i-)[ o) tifi'J/'i ff-»ifi// 



The C<w'^ Examiner^ 



** An important pamphlet. . . . The aim is to present 
the question from eve^ Jpoiit qf view, aided by the light 
derived from the hi^!^4 lMK^ife,^^ri3i this has been very 

-ijiTlo vqoox '{'nrfcTiI hii{ ni O'rsiA Mjjo-fa af-.unUhl '^lovri '* 

The Dundalk Democrat, 

'< A remarkable>6lhA^> 'M%i^a!Vll go far to prove 
that political prisoners must not becandhayeunot been, among 

WilMW^^^ ';■: f ; , 

urfi^'XTX') lo /'tfvi'i' ■■"i«';f«| t-xrrt-'Jt "<il" ln(f(f,.'i f »ij^ <^nf[ v/fD 

The Oahm/r^^\mdt\''' ^ ^'^'f^^ ^^.F.-f '<i/ft 

" "We sincerely congratulate Mr. Gray on the great success 
he has achieved — a success which will be admitted by all who 
peruse fche volume. 



LA 
The Limeph1ifE^ti^^t^\s^ippmi(f!f Vmdieator. 



The Tuam Serald. 

"This text-book on the question will prove of invaluable 
t$iti^^r{«[l refer^oftastt: »trto(ml(rieostot«iblg^a«nitifll^(i all 
i;thftcm«nii«tioaittii^p«fifllbk.i»nobti4nr^ ^hlt 



The Mnmter Netcs^^^^^^i^^^gip^^^f^d dare Advocate,^* 

-rfn y '^^f'^^PAeflyvrint^Tfl^igfrTf^jwp*^^^ j ^^^ ljU^^p|)three 
years of me in Ireland that should be widely rea^^mfd 
which ought to have great weight with the electors* of the 
United Kingdom at the ensuing General Election.'' 



t!r')^'"iT<j ot 'i ruin o'lT . , . .i'')fif([in.;({ tiD^hoq ifl irA '* 

" Every Irishman should have in his library at copy or this 
valuable work.'* 



try, and serve their kind, should be treated as criminals. Mr. 
Gray has performed the distinct public service of exposing 
this blot upon the. Il^^i;^ ^^,';^^^^^ ,^[T 
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IPait IV. 

THE 

TREATMENT OF POHTICAL PRISONERS 

THE INTERNATIONAL PROTEST. 

WHAT THE TJNITED STATES TBHiTKS OF BALFOTIEISM. 

OpIXIOITS. QOTEBIWEIITAI., EoCLXfiOUSnOAl, IITD LiXEBAXT. 



ANALYSIS OP THE LETTEKS PBOM THE TJNITED STATES. 

Cabinet Ministers, ... ... ... »«. 3 

Ex-Cabinet Ministers, ... ... ... ... 2 

Cardinal Archbishop, ... ... ... ... 1 

U. S. Governors, 8 

U. S. Senators, •«• ••• ••• ••• 5 

XT. S. Editors and Statesmeui ••• ••• ••• 2 

Poets and Novelists, ••• ••• ... ^ 

Collegiate President, ••• ••• ... 1 

[Analyses of the opinions received from other countries wUl be found ia 
mediately preceding the letters representing each nationality.] 



The following are the names of the distinguished personages inchiied 
in analysts : 

OoVSBNlCENTAL* 

The President of the United States (General Harrison). 

The Vice-President of the United States. 

Hon. J. M. Rush, Cabinet Minister, United States. 

Hon. A. H. Garland, Ex- Attorney General (under Cleveland), 

Hon. William P. Villas, ez-Postmaster-General (under Cleveland). 

Governors — Davis (Ehode Island) ; Semple (Washington Territory); 
Thayer (Nebraska) ; Biggs (Delaware) ; Taylor (Tenessee) ; Pennoyer 
(Oregon) ; Stevenson (Idaho) ; and M*Gill (Minnesota). 

Senators— Blair, Morrell, Kenna, Stewart, and Gray. 

Educational and Literaby. 

Henry Watterson, the leading Editor of South West, United States. 
Ohas. A. Dana, New York Sun, EcLLtor and Statesman. 

Cable and Howells, two famous novelists ; Whittieri the sweetest 
of the Amerscan poets ; Mrs. Admiral Dahlgren. 

Ecclesiastical. 

His Eminence Cardinal Gibbon, Catholic Archbisliop of Baltimora^ 
and Primate of the United States; Rev. Elmer A. Capen, "" "^ -^ 
Tuft's College, Mass. 
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(1.) 

THE PRESIDENT AltJ/yJCE-PRE^IDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES'. » 

The Freeman* 8 Journal of 22nd June, says : 

The President and Vice-President of the United States, America, write 
^ pay that ttie matter heis been brought to their attention, and will re- 
ceive proper consideration. 

(2.) 

His Emit^ence Cardinal GIBBON^ Cardinal-Archbishop of Baltimore, 

and Primdte of the United States, 



,; , : Cardinal's Besidene^, 

-. 408 North Charles Street, Baltimore, 

••• ••• «>• ••• 

EtKSPEGTED.A^i) DEAi^^iE — In.j'pply to ypur favour of the 9th ult., I 
beg tb say thaJb, as far .as my oppprtunities .enable me to ^^dge, it is the 
geneiial sentiment of our.thoughtfvil Amerjp^n people, that the treatment 
of political piisoners in, Ireland 1^^^ been exceedingly harsh and. wantonly 
sevei^, and in. .that view. J am compelled to concur. But I hopQ that this 
subject is but .0- passing .ppisode, ^p. be soon forgotten, or at least condoned, 
in vifew of the. blessings, of Home. .Bule, and the privilege of autonomy in 
domfestic aJffairs which is within your grasp. I trust that the friendly re- 
lations between England and Ireland will increase every day, and that 
the long, unnatural, and disastrous conflict will give place to an honour- 
able emulation in the field of commerce and industry, such as happily 
exists among the States of our Pederal Union. — I am, with much esteem, 
vour obedient servant in Jesus Christ, 

• ^ J. Card. Gibbon, Archb,, Baltimore. 
Mr. E. D^yer Gray] 

(3.) 
TliePoeL WniTTIER 

* 

' '* The sweetest singer of American songy*^ — Tnam Herald * 

Danvers, Mass. 

Dear Sik-^I am not fully acquainted with the cause of Hon. W. 
O'Brien's imprisonment ; but if his offence is simply a political one, it 
seems to me that his treatment has been inexcusably harsh and IwiitaL 
tt could only be prompted by a feeling of revenge and hatred akin to that 
which led to outrage and. assassination oil the other side. God grant that 
" a more Christian spirit may prevail in England as well as in Ireland. 

The humane and m'agnanimous example of out own- country after the 
dreadful war of the Kebellion is worthy of imitation. As regards prison- 
,er&/ wjst]fainit> i^- rieicessary, but personal abuse $nd indignity— anything 
ewhieii. degrades mawhood-^fe ^.crim?- — I am, &c., , . !'.;:. 

John Gi Whittiee. 
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Ths Hon. J. M HUSIf, Member of present United States Cahmef, 

(itid Ex'Crovernor, 

Department, of Agriculture, 

Office of the Secretary, 

Wasbmgton, B.C. 

Deak Sir — I have received your letter requesting an expression from 
me relative to the treatment of political prisoners in Ireland. In answer 
let me say that my views have been several times published on this sub- 
ject. AUow me to say that these ^ views have not changed. They are 
still in favour of the oppressed of Ireland. — Truly yours, 

J. M. Rush. 

(5.) 

The Hon. A, ff. GARLAND^ Ux-Attorney- General^ Cleveland 

Government, 

Washington, D.C 

Deak Sik— The matter upon which you desire a word from me, the 
\arsh treatment of 'political prisofiers in Ireland, justly excites in every 
fair-minded man deep indignation, and merits a judgment of severe con- 
demnation from all civilized people. In this time of advancement and 
reform, degrading treatment of any kind to such prisoners is at war with 
all just and proper sentiment. It belongs to another and much darker 
age than this, and no fair means should be spared to frown it out of ex- 
istence, — Yours, &c., 

A. H. Garlakd, 
(6.) 

The Hon. Wm. P, VILLAS, Ex-Postmaster- General wnder Ohvehmd. 

Washington, D.C. 

Beak Sir — My absence has delayed reply to your letter of the 20th 
ult. 

One would suppose but a single opinion possible in respect to the 
treatment of the Irish political prisoners. It is difficult even to credit 
the reports we receive of the brutal barbarities inflicted on Mr. O^Brien. 
They belong to a past age and a lower order of hunianity. That gentle- 
men, members of Parliament, patriotically struggling to ameliorate the 
deplorable and pathetic condition of their own countrymen, should, for 
mere speech, be deprived of liberty, and thereupon be subjected to de- 
grading treatment, only permissible in handling felons of a depraved type, 
*pain8 and affronts the sensibilities and judgment of civilized men through- 
out the world. It intensifies the desire for the speedy relief of Ireland. It 
ean but be the madness which presages the downfall of the oppression so 
long her sad lot. • May 'it prove Heaven's message of prophecy !— Yours 
very ti:«ly, 

Wm. p. Yjlas. 
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(7) 

SO jrULLSy the American Novelist. 

830 East Seventeen Street, 

New York, 

Deab Sib — ^Perhaps because I am of an imagination notoriously in- 
adequate, I cannot imagine any American whom the official outrages on 
Irish political prisoners, do not fill with indignation whenever he thinks of 
them. To abhor such atrocities seems to me as simple, as natural, and at 
normal as to breathe. — ^Yours sincerely, 

W. D. HOWELLS. 

(8.) 
CABLE, the Novelut. 

Northampton, Mass., 

United Statei. 

Beab Snt — I write in response to your letter. Remove'd in so many 
ways and at such a distance from the scene of political contest in Great 
Britain, I can venture only to express those principles of common human- 
ity which, though accepted at large by the enlightened world, and 
trite enough in theory, are apt anywhere to be lost sight of by contestants 
in any heated conflict of interest or policies. I shaU mention but two or 
three : — 

1. All hardships not absolutely unavoidable, imposed upon persons 
charged with public offences, before such offences have been proved, are 
themselves outrages against the peace, dignity, and honour of the State. 

2. All harsh treatment of any prisoner whomsoever, not a legal part 
of his sentence nor a necessary part of prison discipline, incurred by his 
own breach of rules, is an outrage, 

3. Partisans of one governmental policy, offending against an opposing 
policy, may or may not in their offences be guilty of criminal acts ; but 
while, on the other hand, no one can rightly claim the immunities of a 
purely political offender, merely because there is a political bearing in a 
criminal act of which he has been lawfully convicted by criminal process, 
yet, on the other hand, any treatment which the laws prescribe ^nly for 
convicted criminals, but imposed upon political prisoners who have not 
been tried and convicted of criminal acts, and by criminal process, is an 
outrage. 

Whether these general principles touch any specific case in the 
present conflict for and against Home Eule, I may not say that I certainly 
know. I am bound to leave that to the conscience of a free people, who 
know the solemn duty of reacting an equal freedom in everyone else, 
who has not individually forfeited it by his own personal criminal acts or 
attitude, legally proved against him on criminal trial. But let those wlio 
must, remember that whoever trifles with one man's rights will trifle with 
a million's ; and that just in proportion as we trifle with the rights of 
others, we put risks upon, and deserve to lose our own. 

Geobob V. Cjublb. 
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(9.) 

The M<m. EUGENE 8EMPLE, Governor, Waehint^ton Territory, Umied 

States. 

Executive Department, (Governor's Office, 

Olympia. 

Dbab Snt — Acknowledging receipt of yours of tlie 30tli nit, in wHch 
you solicit an expression of opinion in regard to the treatment of political 
prisoners in Ireland, I am glad to be able to comply with your request 
in hopes that it will, as you say, " be beneficial to the cause of humcuiity 
and fair government." 

One of the deepest impressions ever made upon my mind was pro- 
duced when I read, in the city of New York, thirty years ago, upon a 
monument which I had never heard of before, these words — " Sacred to the 
memory of those brave and good men who died, whilst imprisoned in this 
city, for their devotion to the cause of American independence." The 
monument alluded to covers the bones of the victims of the prison ships 
of "Wallabout liay, and not one, it seems to me, of those in this country, 
who enjoy the blessings of the liberty for which these men died, but should, 
turn his face towards heaven with a prayer for the happiness in another 
world of those, who, by their self-sacnfice, bequeathed to their fellows so 
much happiness in this. 

And it has seemed to me, that no greater proof could exist than this, 
to show the utter futility of endeavouring to suppress hy force a good cause 
defended hy a great people. And yet the Government of her Britannic 
Majesty, with this example and a thousand others before it, seems blind to 
reason, and goes on stretching its mailed hand over Ireland, and main- 
taining a noisome system of prison management, as though the dark ages 
were not yet passed. And it places its trust in traitors, like Pigott, and it 
offers a reward to every man who will betray his friends, as though that 
was not a most effective school for treason, and the best way to make a 
spirited people hate their rulers. 

In my opinion the way to do away with rebellion in Ireland, is to make 
such changes in the British laws, that the blessings of British government 
will fall aJike upon all its subjects. The present system of placing 
political prisoners, who have been goaded to resistance by insult added to 
injury, upon the same footing as malefactors, will not succeed — ^because it 
ought not to succeed — ^because the system is as much a relic of barbarism, 
as the lash and the stake. 

It is to be hoped that her Britannic Majesty's Government will shortly 
see the signs of the times witli clearness, and give to every part of the 
empire, what every English-speaking people ought to unceasingly demand, 
and what every English-speaking people will eventually obtain in spite of 
Toryism and terrorism —HOME KULE. — Your obedient servant, 

Eugene Skmple 



CIO.) 

rhtjSoD. ROSERT L. TAYLOR, Governor o/Ibtessee, Unitei States. 

Executive Office, Nashville, Tenessee. 

« 

Beab Sib — The harsh and heartless treatment of political prisoners is 
the foulest blot upon Great Britain's escutcheon. Men who love justice, 
and liberty, and fair dealing, are amazed at the revolting spectacle of the 
professed leading liberty -loving nation in Eurbpe resorting to cruel gag 
and despotic persecution of men, who claim only for themselves and their 
country, what Englishmen claim for themselves and their country. 

** Irishmen should rule Ireland." The veiy words in which this sen- 
tence is couched carry unanswerable argument of the justice of the 
demand — Irishmen should rule Ireland. If it is not right that they 
should, let the decree that forbids it be enforced legally and decently, and 
not by oppression and suppression. England must needs feel reproach of 
conscience when she attempts to crash manhood, and trample out by de- 
grading force that God-bom love of liberty and country, that is the sus- 
taining principle of all good government, and without which hers itself 
would topple into ruin. — Yours very truly, 

ROBEET L. TaYLOK. 



(11.) 

The Hon, B, T. BIGGS, Governor of JOelawarey United States, 

Dover, Delaware. 

Dear Sie — Your favour received. I cannot too strongly condemn 
the oppression of Great Britain towards Ireland. That political prisoners 
should be subjected to the treatment of common criminals, is a burning 
shame to the civilization of the age. 

Men cannot but express their disapproval of the treatment the Irish are 
now receiving at the hands of Great Britain. The virtuous, the intelligent, 
to-day, all over the civilised world, condemn the English Parliament for 
inflicting upon Irishmen degrading punishment, such as would make 
savage mercy weep tears of blood. Truth and justice will yet triumph — 
Ireland will have Home Rule ; and instead of her population decreasing 
it will increase ; and Pamell and Gladstone will live; and America's sixty 
millions of freemen will rejoice to see Ireland free, as she once was, with 
a prosperous and happy population of eight millions of freemen, happy and 
content. — Yours, &c., 

B. T. BiGas. 
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(12.) 

. fL km. EDWARD A. STEVENSON, Qovermr 0/ Idaho. 

' Depasrtment of the Interior, 

Boi^e dit^, i^ttlio. 

DsAB SiK-r-Tour nolle efforts to relieve ttie sufferings oj the Irish, 
people, and to place hefore the ; civilized world the harsh. an^ degrading, 
^eiEUwent dE politiotd prisoners in Ireland* is worthy q| €)canm6nd£^tion. 
:Im Eoeri^ true Ameriom cititm must sympathise ^th the people of Ire- 
land in their struggle f6r liherty, and a just and humane Government 
should at once relieve them of all their poHtical disabUities, an4 ^t leasts 
give them tiie same rights and privileges, that are guaranteed to other 
portions of the British empire.— I am, veory respei^tfuUy, 

EnwARB A. SxJsVENSOir. 

(13.) 

The Hon. ANBREW M'QIIL, Governor of Minnesota. 

DiSAR Sir — There can he hut one opinion, it seems to me, among 
intelligent freemen on England's treatment of political prisoners in Ire-«, 
land. It is inhuman and wicked, and I am sure it is, not approved by a 
majority of the people of England, or by the best sentiment in that 
country. The course of the Government is not only unjustifiable from 
any standpoint, but it is marvellously cruel and unjust. 

Civilization, humanity, education, progress — all are outraged by it. — 
Respectfully yours, 

Andrew R. M*Gill. 
(14.) 

The Hon. JOHN M. THAYER, Governor of Nebraska, United Statss. 

State of Nebraska, 
Executive Department, Lincoln. 

D£AR Sib — The treatment of State prisoners by the English Tory 
Government of Lord Salisbury, is a dark spot on the civilization of the. 
nineteenth ce^itury. It is inhuman ; it is uncivilized ; it is un-Christian. 
The tyrant, Balfour, will bear in history the odium which attached to the^ 
name of Jeffreys. — ^Yours truly, 

John M. Thayer. 
(15.) 

The Hon. SYLVESTER PENNOYER, Governor of Oregon, UniUd 
^ States. 

State of Oregon, Executive Department, 
^ Salem, 

My dear Sir — The subjection of political prisoners to the fate of 
common criminals, is a dee^ disgrace upon Great Britain and a lasting 
dishonour to Christian civilization. I most emphatically endorse the 
sentimenis voiced in the resolutions promulgated by the^^eat: meeting 
held at St* James's HaU, on the 13th of March. — Nefj respectfully, 

Sylvester Pehwoybr. 
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(16) 
The Son. JOHN JD. DA VIS, Governor of Rhode Island, US. 

Pawtucket, R.L 

Deab Sib — ^It is amazing, and would be incredible, if not self-confessed 
by the British Government, that such barbarities as are reported should be 
practised upon political prisoners by any ciyilized nation in the light of 
the present day. 

The thumb-screw and rack of the Star Chamber and Inquisition, of a 
benighted people in benighted times, are not more inexcusable, in view of 
their surrounings, than the inhumanity practised upon those victims of 
Tory intolerance and despotism by the British Government in Ireland. 

Let us pray that reformation — from pressure of indignation abroad, 
if not from a sense of justice at home — may soon obtain in Ireland's 
behalf. — Respectfully yours, 

JoHir D. Davis. 

(17.) 

Mr 8. ADMIRAL DAHLGREN. 

DEi.B IPSm — In reply to your favour requesting an expression of 
opinion " on the harsh and degrading treatment of political prisoners in 
Ireland," I have no hesitation in saying that such tyrannical repression of 
the freedom of expression, is not only deeply pathetic, but it is unworthy 
of a constitutional Government. 

That which strikes me as most remarkable, in the prolonged course of 
this agitation for the rights of Ireland, is the suicidal conduct of England. 

A nation, like a tree, owes its growth and development to certain 
conditions, and if these be denied, decline must follow. 

Now, protection for every vested right is essential to the life of a free 
country, and these violated, decadence sets in. 

Did not the star of England fade with the steady drain of her soldiery 
to the ITnited States, through the Irish emigration, brought about by her 
fatuitous policy ? ^ 

Is England so strong in her invading conquest of India, that she has 
no fear of Russia in that direction ? The Briton is a sailor, but the Celt 
is a soldier, and loves war ; and now these many years England is bent on 
crippling her own power to raise land armies ! 

Add to this imbecile action the picture of a hopeless public debt, an 
army badly officered through a defective system, American competition 
of her manufacturing industries, and various other disturbing forces at 
work, and we may well ask — Whither is England drifting ? 

Madeline Yintoit DAHLaBEir« 

(18.) 

The Man. HENRY W. BLAIR, Senator, United States Senate^ 

Washington, D.C. 

United States Senate, "Washington, D.C. 

Deab Sie — ^Yours requesting expression of sentiment, in regard to 
the" subjection of Mr. O'Brien to the disgrace of weariug the ordinary 
convict's garb, when under sentence for a substantially political offence, 
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and other like instances, or worse, taking place in the current history of 
Ireland, is received. 

Ordinarily I would not reply to such a request, but Ireland is part of 
America, and I have a like feeling for England also, so that I feel the 
disgrace as though I were an Englishman, and resent it as though I were 
an Irishman. 

I am opposed to the infliction of a mark of degradation upon any 
Iniman being, even if he be a convict, for common crime. Punish the 
criminal, confine him, if necessary, but do not extinguish the only feeling 
to which you can appeal for his reformation, to wit, his remaining self- 
respect. 

But I consider the policy of subjecting a political prisoner to such 
treatment as most reprehensible, and one which no free country will sub- 
mit to see applied to its sons, and whose only offence is that they have essayed 
to secure or to retain that freedom for their country. I feel assured that 
the people of the British Islands will repudiate and overturn the present 
administration of affairs in Ireland in the very near future. 

Such I believe to be the general desire of the people of this country, 
although for the British Empire as a whole there is a constantly increas- 
ing friendly feeling. The masses of the people are a uait everywhere. 
God has made us all of one blood. — Truly yours, 

Hknby W. Blahl. 

(19.) 

3%e Hon. QEOR&E QRA F, JlniUd States Senator for Delaware. 

Senate Chamber, "Washington. 

Deab Sm — The treatment of Irish prisoners, confined by the English 
Government for political offences, as reported in the Press, shocks all 
iLumane persons. But it is a sign of weakness and not of strength in the 
party practising it ; and, while our sympathies for the victims of this re- 
actionary policy on the part of the English Government is quickened, our 
hope and faith in the future of Ireland as a home of a free, self-governing, 
and prosperous people should be strengthened and confirmed.— I am, 
lespectfully yours, 

GSOBGE GeAT, 

(20.) 
The Son. W. M. STJEWABT, U.S. Senator for Nevada. 

United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Seab Sm— Yours of the 30th ult., with enclosures, is received. 

Cruelty to prisoners is the most debased, disgusting, and revolting 
crime in the catalogue of human atrocities. The character of men in 
authority in all ages is determined by their treatment of prisoners. If o- 
thing so shocks the sense of justice of civilized man, as the implements of 
torture used during the dark ages by the demons of despotism to inflict 
pain and suffering upon victims in their power. 
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The treatment of political prisoners by Russia in Siberia has aroused 
the indignation of the civilized world. Englisb travellers' have dooke ikare 
than all others to expose these atrocities, and bring to bear the just pah- 
lie dentimeht of £urot)e and America to mitigate these great wrongs.) 

The treatment of prisoners in Ireland by the Salisbury Oovernment 
under the Oidmes Act, far exceeds in brutality anything irhieh has oc- 
curred in modem times. Englishmen are no longer under the neceibsit}' 
to go to far-off Russia to find examples of inhumanity and cruelty to pri- 
soners. If the people of England can view with complacency the cruel-- 
ties practised by the Salisbury Government upon prisoners in Ireland, 
they must have lost aU sense of justice and fair play. v 

I cannot believe that the indignities inflicted upon worthy citizens, 
guilty of no crime, such as stripping them of their clothing and marking 
them with every badge of degradation that the genius of cruelty can in- 
vent, or depriving them of food, or air to breathe, for the purpose of de- 
stroying their manhood, or depriving them of life, can long be viewed 
with indifference by the people of England. If Englishmen do not feel 
degraded by such outrages the people of America will be ashamed of their 
^cestors.— -Yours very truly, 

"W. M. Stewart. 

- (21.) 
The Hon, JOHN E. KENNA, U. S. Senator far Virginia, 

United States Senate, 
^ Washington, D.C. 

Deab Sir— In ans'wer to your request for an exJ)ression of opinion 
touching the ** harsh and degrading treatment of political prisoners in 
Ireland," I can only express a sentiment of condemnation such as every 
desceiidant of Irish stock naturally feels, and such as I believe is uniyersally 
shared, by humane and liberty-loving people everywhere. — ^Yours truly^ 

JoHw E. KfitfNjL. 

(22.) ; 

The Hon. JU8TIN B. MORRILL, IT. 8, Senator for Vertnont. 

Senate Chambers, Washington. 

^ Dear SiR—rln reply to your favour of the 30th ult., I regard the 
treatment of Irish Members of Parliament, political prisoners, by the 
British Government as simply barbarous. — Yours very truly, 

Justin D. Morrill. 
• ' (23). • • 

Rev, ELMER H, GAR EN, President, Tuft's College, Mass. 

• 'i'uft's College, College Hill, Mass. 

^Y DEAR Sib — In response to your request of the 30th ult., I haye 

. to say that I had the good fortune, with many others, to meet Mr. William 

O'Brien when he was in this country. I was greatly impressed by his 

; digoi^ed and gentlemanly bearing. He gave evidence to all who saw 



l^iiE of being a./eiiltiyiiteA Christian gQntloman, i»ady to Jay ,<^wii Ji^ 
iae> ii inieied be,.tO'riglit:thiQ6^ biitorio) ^roi^ wh^e e»steiW5^,^i^fft 
J^glishmien (A every craed-^iMl party, have admitted.. Tl^>ndfgaitia&% 
^rhich W has li^ea $Ubj^tedby ^glish officials^ aotingi^iQ^ertlie ^^m^j^^^ 
of tiie eourtd,' Mte nOt only awakoaod for liw.profo^Bddst' syipiRit^y \\\ 
the brea^^^l hiyi ikmerieati fneuds, bi;t arou^^d a senae <x£ loatib4ng t|iati«i 
wideepi)^ oti thia side of. the ocean, towards th&me^ who coi^ peq>^'f 

Such oatiiageoua treatmetit of a piisoner, whose offence, if he Las ppui«- 
mitted one, is only political, is but too mildly characterised when^ we '^ay 
it is a blot on the EngUsh nation^ r ; , : 

Really it would be a disgrace to Eussia. That such wickedness caa 
be done in the name of the British Empire, and ^d it§ justi^ca^ipn in 
Parliament, is a reproach to civilization. . All Christendom shouM cry 
out against it. Especially should the American, whose whole history i^ 
a protest against English tyranny, make oommon cause with the Irish ^^ 
their demand for justice at the hands of their oppressors. — Yours very 
truly, 

Elmer H. Capkn. 



(24). 
The Hon, C* A, JDANA^ Statesman and Editor of New York " Suri^ 

The Swi, New York. 

I)£AR Sir — I received the other day your letter asking me to write for 
publication some expression, respecting the mode in which Irish prisonei-s 
are treated under the Coercion Act. 

The treatment is brutal and barbarous beyond comparison in modern 
times. It disgraces the Government by which it is practised, and it casts 
shame upon the civilization by which it is surrounded. 

Thank God, nothing else has been seen in our day that can be com- 
pared with it ; and thank God, too, that in the operation of His provi- 
dence it cannot long be continued. — Yours sincerely, 

C. A Dana. 



(25.) 

The Hon. HENRY WATTERSON, leading Editor of (he South- WeM, 

U.S. 

Cjimer-Journal Office, 
Editorial Department, Louisville. 

Deail Sir— I am so filled by the thought that the day of Ireland's r^- 
•demption is at hand, that the personal suffeiings of men like O'Brien 
inspires me with less of indignation, than I should feel if I thought there 
were no hope. By contact with brutality we become in some sort bru- 
talized ourselves; and it cannot be denied that the story of England'^ 
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bratality in Ireland is so fiimiliar to us, as to lose a part of its appaling 
force. Neyertheless, the claim of outraged humanity, upon our sympathy 
and speech, is as eternal as it should be uniyersal, and my whole heart is 
with the moyement, haying for its object, an expression of the detestation 
of all honest and braye men, for the course pursued by the Goyemment, 
under Mr. Balfour's direction and responsibility, touching political 
prisoners confined in Irish jails. I do not belieye tibiat it can be or will 
be sanctioned by the good people of England, who, outside the ruling 
classes, are a good people, and must, when the question is brought home 
to their heart and understanding, see that their own manhood and the 
honour of [their country, are compromised by the policy of repression and 
hate, and that no less for the fame of Ikigland than for the need of 
Ireland, it must be abandoned. 

I thank you, sir, for giying me this opportunity to say a word, how- 
eyer inadequate, on the side of justice and humanity. It is spoken in 
that language which all of us use m common, and which ought to constitute 
abend at least of reciprocal forbearance. — Sincerely, 

Henby 'Waxiebson^ 
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(26). 

The Bon. WILFRED LA URIER, M.P., Leader of the Grit Opposition, 
Ex'Privy Councillor of the Queeti^s Privy Council of Canada, and 
Ex-Minister of Inland Revenue of Canada, 

House of Commons, 

Ottawa, Canada. 

Deas Sir — ;I have your letter of the 22n(l ult. I had occasion to 
express my views upon the subject referred to in a short address which 
I delivered on St. Patrick's Day last before the Literary Institute of 
Ottawa. 

Should occasion again offer during the present session, or any other 
time, for me to speak on the same subject, I would deem it my duty to 
repeat my views. — Very truly yours, 

WlLFKED LaURIEB. 

In the course of the speech upon the occasion to which he refers, Mr. 
Laurier said — 

" He did not know how far fitting it was for him, of French origin, 
to come forward that night to address an Irish audience and to speak 
upon * Ireland.' Claiming to be a friend of liberty, he loved Ireland. 
Her history is a history of martyrdom, and therefore he loved her and 
bade her God-speed in her present struggle. If we looked towards 
Ireland at the present time, there was much to depress, but there was 
also much to cheer. It was sad to see in that country crimes invented 
in order to coerce the poor people because they loved their native land. 
It was sad beyond expression to see pure, noble men like Dillon, and 
O'Brien, shaved and stripped of their clothing for no crime other than 
having said something that was not to the taste of the English Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. It was monstrous to witness such things in this 
age." 

(27.) 

The Son, JOHN COSTIGAN, Minister of Inland Revenue, Dominion 

Parliament, 

It may be interesting to observe that the Hon. John Costigan, AC. P., 
present Conservative Minister of Inland Eevenue, addressed the meeting 
immediately alter Mr. Laurier. Thus, in Canada, party considerations are 
thrown aside when the Irish question is under consideration, and we find 
Conservative aaid Liberal emulating each other in their desire to express 
their sympathy with Ireland. 

(28.) 

Colonel E. EUGENE PANET, Deputy -Minister of Militia Defence 
in the presetit Conservative Government, and Ex- Senator, Canadian 
Parliament, 

Ottawa. 

Snt — In answer to your letter of the 22nd ult., I have no hesitation 
in forwarding my condemnation of the sort of treatment inflicted on 
political prisoners in Ireland. It is difficult to reconcile the high-toned 

5 
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and noble qualities of. the Anglo-Saxon race with such tyrannical acts. 
A day of reckoning must come. Kations as well as individuals are 
amenable to the Divine Ruler, who gives and takes at His holy will ; 
and I really believe that the mad course which is followed, and 
which is sure to hasten the solution of the great question at stake, is a 
consequence of the interference of Divine Providence, since, Quern Deu» 
vuU perdere pritta dementat. — I remain, sir, your most obedient servant, 

E. Efg. Panet, Col. 

(29.) 1 

Mr, WEN MURPSTy Member of the Provincial Parliament of Quebec, 
ex-May (yr of the City of Quebec^ and ex-President of the Board of Trade 
of the City of Quebec, 

Quebec. 

My deak Sir — I am in receipt of your letter of the 22nd inst. I 
need hardly tell you what my opinions are as to the way political prisoners 
are treated in Irish prisons. Such treatment is an outrage, a disgrace to the 
civilization of the age in which we live. The idea of men of culture, such 
as Catholic clergymen, members of Parliament, &c., being subject to the 
indignity of wearing prison garb, and herding with thieves and such 
criminals, is a condition of things worthy of the dark or barbarous ages ; 
but that such should exist in the heart of the British Empire, under the 
flag of Great Britain, and practised upon a people who are struggling 
for self-government, within constitutional lines, will be read by future 
generations in the history of the age we live in, with feelings of shame 
and indignation. — In haste, yours sincerely, 

Owen Muepht. 

(30.) 

His Grace the Most Rev. CORNELIUS O'BRIEN, Archbishop of Halifax 
and Head of the Catholic Hierarchy of Canada, His Grace is author of 
several published tcorks. 

Halifax. i 

Dear Sir — In discussing the treatment of prisoners in a civilized 
communitv, a broad distinction must be made between those who have 
violated the moral as well as the civil law by their criminal acts, and 
those who have simply infringed the pro-vdsions cf a Parliamentary enact- 
ment, which is merely a public regidation, or aimed against a political 
party. An Act of Parliament does not necessarily induce an obligation in 
conscience ; and when that Act is an open violation of the primary lights 
of freemen, resistance to it is often a duty. 

!Now, it is clear to any reasonable man that the Coercion Act in force 
in Ireland is at best a public regulation ; in the view of the vast majority 
of the civilized, it is an obvious tyranny. 

But let that pass. It can claim to be no more than an attempt to 
govern a nation according to the views of a party. Hence it cannot make 
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a moral act immoral. What was licit in conscience before its passage, is 
licit now. The man who disregards it, unless it should happen on some 
point to coincide with the moral law, incurs no moral stain. His honour 
and integrity remain unimpaired ; the tone of his mind is not lowered ; 
the degradation of crime does not shadow his soul. What dispassionate 
reason thus establishes, the actions of good and noble men ratify. Who 
would shrink from intimate contact with William O'Brien, or Mr. 
Harrington, or any of the other "criminals" of coercion? You may 
deny a fact, but you cannot refute it, so you may cry out " criminal," 
but you cannot affix crime to a soul by Act of Parliament. 

It is plain then, that if a Government really, and honestly, believes it 
to be necessary to carry out restrictive police regulations, it must do so 
in such a way as to respect the honour and integrity of its victims. It 
may inflict punishments, but when it attempts to degrade, it is playing 
the tyrant, it breaks the moral law, sins against commutative justice, and 
violates the fundamental principle of government — viz., the protection 
of the rights of citizens. Even semi -civilized nations have recognised this, 
and always and everywhere the political prisoner has enjoyed immunities 
denied to the criminal. But when a political prisoner only embodies the 
hopes and voices the aspirations of a nation, the shame of treating him 
after the fashion employed with sordid criminals is only equalled by its 
guilt. We in Canada would soon put an end to such tyranny. Should th^ 
indignities in Clonmel he perpetrated in our Jails, they would he razed to 
the ground in twenty-four hours. 

+ C. O'Bkien, 

Archbishop of Halifax 

(31.) 

The Right Rev. HLPEBGE GRAVEL, French-Canadian Bishop of 

Nicolet, 

MoN CHEE MoNsrEXTR — Jc m'cmpresse de repondre d votre lettre du 1 7 
da courant. 

Le traitement inflige aux prisonniers politiques en Irlande, a dii 
peniblement impressioner tons les vrais amis de la religion et de la liberte. 
Dans les temps du paganisme, alors que la religion etait la deification des 
passions humaines, et la liberte une moquerie, on considerait les prison- 
niers politiques comme les pires criminels. II n'y avait pas de cachets 
assez sombres, ni de supplices assez cruels pour les vaincus. Yoe Victis ! 
c'etait le droit public payen. 

Mais le Ghristianisme a adouci ces moeurs barbares. Les legislations 
qui ont pris naissance, sous son . inspiration ont su faire la distinction 
entre un patriote qui par des revendications pacifiques, sans porter atteinte 
aucune h la majeste de la couronne, travaille a soulager les mis mis^res 
immeritees de ses freres, et le sc616rat coupable de toutes les felonies. 

C'est une source de regrets pour les loyaux sujets de sa Majeste, qui 
vivent en Amerique, de voir que les hommes publics d'Angleterre 
s'obstinent h conservcr cet esprit payen dans la legislation k regard de 
rirlande. Je faisdes. vceux.pour que le Dieu qui a vaincu le paganisme, 
inspire aux hommes iUustres, qui ont les destinees de la Grande Bretagne 
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entre les mains, de recourir k des precedes plus Cretiens k Tegard de 
patiiotes Irlandais, qui g6n6ralement n'ont pas d'autres crimes k leur 
charge, que de travailier, par des moyens constitutionn61s, k adoucir le 
sort cruel de leurs concitoyans — J'ai Thonneur d'etre, mon cher monsieur, 
votre d6vou6 serviteur. 

►Ji Elph^ge Gratel. 

Eveque de !Nicolet. 

The following is a translation of the above : — ^ 

** My dear Sie,— I hasten to reply to your letter of the 1 7th inst. 

" The treatment to which political prisoners in Ireland are subjected 
must have produced a painful impression on every true friend of religion 
and liberty. In pagan times, when religion was the deification of human 
passions, and liberty was but a mockery, political prisoners were regarded 
as the worst class of criminals; There was no dungeon dark enough, no 
tortures sufficiently cruel for the vanquished. Fa Victu J — ^this was the 
maxim of public law for the pagan. 

** But Christianity has modified these pagan notions. The legis- 
lation, which it has inspired, has made a distinction between the patriot 
who, without attacking the Majesty of the Crown, endeavours by peace- 
ful agitation to lighten the undeserved hardships of his fellow-creatures, 
and the criminal who has committed a felony. 

" It is a source of regret, to all the loyal subjects of her Majesty in 
America, to see the statesmen of England obstinately maintainmg the 
pagan spirit in their legislation. 

" I earnestly pray that the God, who has overthrown Paganism, may 
lead the illustrious men, who guide the destinies of Great Britain, to more 
Christian measures towards the Irish patriots, who for the most part are 
guilty of no greater crime than endeavouring, by constitutional means, to 
relieve the hard lot of their fellow-citizens. — I have the honour to be, 
my dear sir, your devoted servant. 

** ^ Elph^ge Gravel. 

" Bishop of Islcholet.'* 

(32.) 

HiB Eminence CARDINAL TASCHEREAU. Cardinal Archbishop of 

QtMbet. 

Archdveche, Quebec. 

MoNSiETnt — J'ai une grande synipathie pour Tlrelande, et tons les 
jours je demande k Dieu de la b^nir, et de lui accorder la liberie et la bon 
heur en recompense a sa fidelity k la foi regui de St. Patrice. 

Votre tant devoue serviteur, 

»fi E. A. Cabd. Taschereau, 

Arch, de Quebec. 



« 
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The following is a translation of the above : — 

** I feel great sympathy for Ireland, and every day I pray to God to 
bless her, and to give her liberty aiid happiness in return for her fidelity 
to the faith, which she received from St. Patrick. 

" Your very devoted servant, 

" •J^E. A. Card. Taschebeaxt, 

" Arch, of Quebec." 

(33.) 

The Right Rev. JOHN CAMERON, Bhhop of Antigonuh, Canada, 

Antgonish. 

Dear Sir — In reply to yours of the 22nd ult., I beg leave to say 
that while the people of Eastern Nova Scotia and Cape Breton are, and 
have every reason to be, most loyal to the British throne, the treatment 
of politicial prisoners now practised in Ireland, is regarded as infamous 
and preposterous, not only by every member of my flock, comprising 
43,000 Scottish Highlanders, 18,000 French Canadians, and 12,000 
Irishmen, but also generally by all the other still more numerous Chris- 
tian denominations amongst whom we live. As sincere well-wishers of 
Great Britain and Ireland, we wish to see both nations united in the true 
sense of the term, the same obedience regulating every subject, the same 
heart animating every breast, and the same spirit dictating every action 
of every member, with a common interest in the preservation of the whole 
empire. We feel that a salutary union can never be achieved under 
the present infatuated reign of terror, and we therefore earnestly hope 
and pray that the Great Giver of every excellent and perfect gift, will 
soon put an end to the present policy, more worthy of Anarchists than 
enlightened statesmen. It being worse than wicked to ignore any longer 
the impregnable strength of the self-evident justice of the Irish cause, 
advocated as it is at home by such mighty leaders, in Church and State — 
in England, by the electrifying genius of a Gladstone, and everywhere 
throughout the British Empire by every unbiassed lover of her perpetual 
glory — I ardently trust that Englishmen, like Scotchmen, will now 
realise the supreme folly of pursuing an unrighteous policy, simply cal- 
culated to paralyse Irish loyalty and thus to weaken and disgrace British 
power. — I have the honour to remain, dear Sir, faithfully yours in Christ, 

^ John Cameron, 

Bishop of Antigonish. 

(34.) 
The Right Rev, Mmisgr. BEGIN, French- Canadian Bishop of Chicontimi. 

Evechc Chicontimi. 

Bien CHER Monsieur — La malheureuse Irlande a certainement toute 
mes sympathies : son attachement inebraulable a la foi Catholique ; la 
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persecution terrible, dont elle a eu 4 souffrir depuis trois siecles, sont bien 
de nature a conquerir ruuanime admiration des peuples et Tenthousiasme 
de tons les nobles coeurs. Je n'ai jamais In Thistoire de cette nation 
martyre, sans etre emu jusqu' au fond de Tame les soufPrances de pauvres 
victimes, sur le sol de leur bien aimee patrie comme sur laterre^trang^re, 
ont bien souvent excit6 ma compassion. Ja ne me suis pas contente d'une 
sterile pirie ; tons les jours je demande, et je demanderai encore, au bon 
Dieu, de faire cesser Toppression sans exemple, sous laquelle gemit Fexcel- 
lent peuple Irlandais, et de lui rendre la liberie, a laquelle il aspire depuis 
si longtemps. 

Avec les vceux ardents, que je forme pour independence de la chere 
Irlande, agreez, bien cher monsieur Fhommage de mon entier devoument 
en KS. 

^ L. N. Ev. CmcoNTim. 

Tbe following is a translation of the above : — 

Bisbop's House, Cbicontimi. 

My deae Sir — Unhappy Ireland has without doubt my entire sympa- 
thy. Her unalterable attachment to the Catholic faith, and the terrible perse- 
cution she has had to go through during the last three centuries, are well 
calculated to command the unanimous admiration of the world, and the 
enthusiasm of every generous mind. I have never read the history of 
this martyred country without experiencing the most profound emotion 
of the soul. The sufferings of the unfortunate victims, both at home in 
their well-beloved country and in the land of the stranger, have often 
moved me to the greatest compassion. I am not content with an idle 
sympathy ; hut every day I pray, and shall continue to pray, to the great 
God to terminate the unparalleled oppression under which the Irish 
people suffer, and to give back to Ireland the liberty which she has sought 
for so long. 

With the expression of my ardent desire for the independence of dear 
Ireland, accept, my dear sir, the homage, &c., 

L. "N. Bishop Chicontimi. 

(35.) 

Thel Right Rev. JAMES VINCENT CZEARY, Bishop of Kingston, 

Canada. 

Bishop's Palace, Kingston, Canada. 

In a general assembly of the clergy of the Diocese of Kingston, 
in Canada, held in the Bishop's Palace, the Most Rev. James 
Cleary, Lord Bishop of Kingston, in the chair, the following resolu- 
tions, proposed by the Very Rev. Dean Gkuthier, pastor of Brockville, 
and seconded by the Rev. Charles B. Murray, pastor of Qomwall, were 
passed with acclamation : — 

" That we, the bishops and priests of the Diocese of Kingston, Ontario, 
Canada, as free citizens of this Dominion, enjoying the social and political 
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advantages of Home Rule, under the Constitution guaranteed to us by her 
Most Gracious Majesty Queen Victoria, with the consent of both Houses 
of the Imperial Parliament, deplore the prolonged servitude of the Irish 
people, bereft of their native Legislature, and oppressed by laws enacted 
against them in an alien Parliament, the majority of whose members are 
unacquainted with Irish grievances, and the just methods of remedying 
them. 

*' That the seizure and imprisonment of Ireland's Parliamentary re- 
presentatives, because of their having exercised their legitimate right 
under the Constitution, to meet their constituents and consult with them 
upon their political requirements^ is a crime against a fundamental law of 
national existence, superior to London-made law, and is a direct incentives 
to the people of Ireland to regard Parliamentary methods of redress of 
grievances as a mockery, and consequently to have recourse to methods of 
violence, through the agency of secret associations or otherwise, for their 
self-protection.** 

** That we ha/ve read with disgmt and abhorrence , the journalistic accounts 
of the brutal ill-usage of Ireland's elected representatives in the prison- 
cells of TuUamore, and Clonmel, under cover of the Coercion Act — ^how 
they have been stripped naked, shorn of their hair and beards, compelled to 
lie upon the plank bed, forcibly clothed in the felon's garb, and in divers 
other ways shamefully outraged, and we have no hesitation in condemning 
such abuse of power by the present Prime Minister of England and his 
nephew in Ireland, as a tyranny, inconsistent with the first principles of 
civilized government, and a stain upon the escutcheon of England, tend- 
ing to reduce her from her foremost place of honour amongst the nation? , 
as the persistent guardian and champion of parliamentary legislation, anti 
of the popular liberties identified with its historical development ; and we 
hereby, on behalf of ourselves and owr flocks^ of whose sentime^its we are 
thyrotu/hly informed, respectfully tender to the struggling Irish people and 
to the Irish Parliamentary Party, wisely guided by Mr. Pamell, and 
especially to the imprisoned and insulted representatives of Ireland, 
our heartfelt sympathy with them and their most righteous cause, our 
hopes for their speedy success, and our admiration of the noble spirit of 
self-sacrifice, and dauntless fortitude, with which the terrors of despotism 
and the horrors of the dungeon are foiled, and f olied by Irish patriots of 
purest honour and unblemished virtue." 

►J* James Vincent Cleaey, S.T.D. 

Bishop of Kingston, 

Chairman. 




(36.) 

BISHOP OF ST, HYA CINTR. 

His LorJship writes to say that he has great sympathy for Ireland, 
and takes interest in her affairs, but is not sufficiently acquainted with 
thorn to offer an opinion upon the subject in question. 
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(37.) 

The Hon. JAMUS G, MOYLAN, Chief Inspector of Dominion 

Penitentiaries, 

I)aly-sti*eet, Ottowa. 

Deab Sib — In reply to your request that I should give you my opinion 
upon the treatment to which political prisoners are subjected in Ireland, I 
beg leave to say, in my unofficial capacity, that I consider it unjust, brutal, 
and unworthy of a civilized nation such as England. 

It is unjust, because these men are not criminals ; they resort to no 
means to promote their patriotic object that could possibly be considered 
immoral. When forced to resist imlawful measures they scrupulously 
remained on the defensive, and advised their hearers to adopt the same 
course. ]N'ow, it is not a principle of national equity, that punishment 
should be in excess of fault. 

It is brutal and tyrannical to place men of respectability, and un- 
blemished reputation, upon the same low level with hardened and habit- 
tual criminals, and to force upon them the same punishments, which 
society resorts to only in extreme cases, and against its most disreputable 
members. Moreover, where politics are concerned, the policy of llie Go- 
vernment in thus treating those who uphold, in their practical conse- 
quences and bearings, the views of the opposition, opens the door to the 
most revolting abuses. 

Pinally, it is unworthy a civilized nation. Everywhere, save in cases 
of treason, murder, and other attempts against the life and property of 
citizens, political prisoners are dealt with rather leniently. 

It ill becomes England, who has given an asylum and refuge to re- 
volutionary cut-throats and assassins, including Orsini, to adopt such 
measures against Irish patriots, who are guiltless of crime, for even an 
Act of Parliament cannot render criminal what is morally right and just. 

Beyond all doubt, the English people at large, if consulted, would be 
very unanimous in condemning Balfourism as unjust, brutal, and disgrace- 
ful to the country. — Very truly yours, 

James G. Moylan. 

(38.) 

Mr, D, A, G'SULLIVAN, JD,LL,y of Zavel Universitt/, a distinguished 
Canadian Barrister, and ex- Commissioner on Prison Reform, 

Toronto. 

Deab Sih — To subject persons, charged with political offences, to pun- 
ishment by imprisonment with the common criminal, is contrary to modem 
principles of good government. As far back as the reign of George III- 
the Imperial Parliament recognized the right of a person committed by 
civil process not to be incarcerated with the Newgate criminal — (Exparte 
Masters, 33, LJ.O.B., 1461) ; and it would seem monstrous, in our own 
day, that any person whose offence is the propagation of views purely poli- 
tical, neither treasonable nor revolutionary, should be classed with the 
common felon. Those views may, in the course of a twelvemonth, 
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become the law of the land, and entitled to the same obedience as any law 
now on the statute book. 

The entire treatment of political ofFences has been distinguished from 
the treatment of other ofFences, not only in municipal but also in inter- 
national law." Political writers have not failed to notice the ^^jealotisy and 
firmness with which all modern nations refuse the extradition, for trial and 
punishment, of fugitives charged with political offences ; and that circum- 
stance ought to impress upon them, the care with ichich they should proceed to 
the punishment of their otcn citizens for the like offence?* — (Yeaman, " Study 
of Goremment.") — (See Part I.) 

The learned writer just quoted, after discussing the discretion allowed 
by treaty for the extradition of criminals, adds — *' But from this right and 
duty of surrendering such criminals, extradition for political offences is 
always excepted, and there is a sufficient fouiidation for this in the common 
sentiment of mankind. That sentiment points to what may ultimately 
become the municipal as well as the international law.'* 

Apart from the wanton cruelty of compelling men, enjoying the high 
esteem of their fellow -men, to associate with persons who are really or 
prima facie criminals, there is the attempted degradation of political 
offenders bj endeavouring to make them appear criminal in the puhlic eye. 
It is a sort of legalized discrediting of a nation* s public men. 

Speaking as an ex-commissioner on prison reform, T sympathise sin- 
cerely with any man who is wrongfully lodged in the same prison with the 
ordinary criminal. It is a dangerous thing for the State to knowingly 
subject one of its own unconvicted citizens to a I^ewgate influence. It is 
ungenerous, to say the least, that those at the head of the State to-day 
shoidd treat their opponents as felons, kr owing at the same time that it 
may be their own case, with these felons at the head of the State to- 
morrow. — Yours truly, 

D. A. O'SULLIVAX 

(39.) 

The Ron. JOIIX T. ELLIS, 31 P,, Editor of the St. John, New 

Brunswick, ** Globed 

Globe Office, St. John, N. B. 

Dear Sir — The treatment of the political prisoners in the jails of the 
United Kingdom, as though they were common felons, is so contrary to the 
feelings and to the sense of justice of the Canadian people, that it is diffi- 
cult to find any person in Canada, who can even speak of the matter in 
moderate terms. In a land where there is the broadest sense of freedom, 
-where political questions, both theoretical and actual, are discussed with 
the greatest breadth of thought, and with the fullest licence of language, 
and where men do this on the assumption, that they have derived the right 
through English connection and descent, the mind is almost dazed when it is 
compelled to believe, that in the mother countrv, the public man, discussing 
public questions, from the point of view whicn he believes to be the best 
for the public interest, is imprisoned, and while in prison, compelled to the 
same degradation as the wretched violator of the moral law, whose 
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offences are against organized humanity as well as against tlie national 
code. 

In my humble judgment, the harsh and cruel treatment of Irish 
political prisoners, including editors of public journals and men elected 
by the suffrages of the people to seats in the National Legislature, ha9 
done mtich to shake Colonial faith in Imperial justice. To many in 
Canada the condition of things of which I am writing has been a 
sad surprise. It has awakened fear lest the national liberty may be seriously 
and permanently impaired: for what has been done to-day against the publie 
men in Ireland^ may he done to-morrow against English politicians^ who adopt 
lines of discussion and agitation^ contrary to the ideas of those temporarily con- 
trolling Parliament. 

The fair-minded man revolts at the treatment of Irish public men in 
the jails of that country. Throughout Canada there is a positive, absolute, 
and acute principle of dislike in the people generally against the cruel 
proceedings, under which so many men in Ireland have been imprisoned, 
and this dislike is heightened and intensified by the statements, which 
have come across the waters, of the treatment of the prisoners, while in 
custody of their jailers, treatment clearly intended not only to inflict 
physical pain, but severe suffering. One result is that there is scarcely 
a Canadian journal of any character — I know of none — which defends or 
palliates these acts. Chi the contrary, they are severely condemned. 
There is no evil without some attendant good. The sufferings and in- 
dignities imposed upon patriotic Irishmen, have increased and intensified 
Canadian feeling in favour of Home Kule for Ireland. Throughout this 
coimtry to-day, there is a large and ever-growing majority, desirous of 
seeing an end to a struggle, which brings no honour to England. But, un- 
fort^nately, the tie of kinship is loosened, and love for the mother 
country is weakened in one of her great colonies, by imposing upon 
political prisoners dishonouring and inhuman punishments — ^piinishments 
which are not even inflicted upon the ordinary occupants of colonial jails, 
but are reserved for the occasional pimishment of the worst type of 
uncontrollable convicts in Canadian penitentiaries. 

The national honour and the national interest demand a speedy 
change of a system so generally condemned in America. 

Tours truly, 

JoHX V. Ellis. 

(40.) 

Th^Bbn. FRANCOIS LANGELIER.M.P., Mayor of Quebec, Ontario, 
Ex-Treasurer and Ex- Commissioner of Crown Lands in the Government 
of Quebec, and Professor of Civil Law in Lavel University, Quebec, 

House of Commons, Ottowa. 

Mr DEAB Sib — ^Tours of the 22nd ult., on account probably of a 
trip to Quebec, has oaly come into my hands. 

I have no hesitation in saying that the treatment of political prisoners 
by Mr. Balfour is a disgrace to the Government to which he belongs, and 
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an outrage to civilization. If, at the time the cruelties of King Bomba 
were being exposed so mercilessly by Mr. Gladstone and the British Press, 
somebody had asserted that the same thing would be done in the United 
Kingdom,.the assertion would have been tc^en up a6 a deliberate insult to 
the British nation. 

What we see now is lust as bad, if not worse, than what King Ferdi- 
nand was then doing at Naples, with this aggravation, that King Ferdi- 
nand was ruling under a despotic system of government, whereas the 
outrages perpetrated on the order of Mr. Balfour are being carried out 
under a free government. Even under the reign of Napoleon III, in 
France, no Minister would have dared to inflict, on one of the newspaper 
men sent to jail for Press offences, the treatment meted out to Mr. Wm. 
O'Brien and others. They were simply deprived of their liberty, but, for 
the rest, were allowed to live as they would have done at home. If they 
had been treated like thieves or murderers there would have been a revolt 
within a fortnight. — Yours very truly, 

F. Langelieb. 

(41.) 
The Em, J J, CURRAN, Q.C., M,r. 

House of Commons, Canada. 

Deab Sir — I have your note asking my opinion on the *' Treatment 
of Political Prisoners " as now being practised in Ireland. 

I have already expressed my views on this subject fo often in public 
audiences, that I cannot add anything to my well-known opinions. Possibly 
the subject may be again before the Canadism public in a short time, and 
the friends of Ireland may be enabled to once more enter their protest 
against the present system of unjustifiable coercion, and the attempt to 
degrade honourable men engaged in a constitutional agitation. — Yours 
sincerely, 

J. J. CUREAN, M.P. 

(42.) 

The Hon. WM. D, BALFOUR, M.P., Provincial Legislature of 

Ontario. 

Legislative Assembly, Ontario, 
Amherstburg, Ontario. 

Mr DEAR Sir — I have your communication of the 22nd ult., in re- 
gard to an expression of opinion upon the " Treatment of Political 
Prisoners *' as now practised in Ireland. 

I have not the slightest hesitation in saying that the outrageous treat- 
ment, meted out to the political prisoners in Ireland by the British GK>vem- 
ment, has made English law and English justice, as applied to Ireland, a 
mockery and by-word among many hitherto loyal British subjects in 
this section of Canada. Living in a country such as we do, where the 
utmost freedom of speech and action in matters political is demanded by, 
and accorded to, every citizen, one is almost at a loss to urderstand how 
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such a state of affairs as is found in Ireland to-day can exist in any 
country under British rule. 

No Government could exist in Canada for a day that loould attempt to 
treat political prisoners — especially representatives of the people-r-as common 
felons. Were a tithe of the oppression attempted here that is carried out in 
Ireland^ nothing could prevent our people rising en masse, and hy open rebel- 
lion resenting the indignities, and meting out proper punishment to their 
oppressors^ in whatever office or situation in life they were found, 

I am. not an Irishman myself, but the opinions I express are not held 
by Irishmen alone. In writing as I do I but give expression to an almost 
universal sentiment, among men of all classes and nationalities and creeds 
in these south-western counties of the province of Ontario. The English- 
men, the Scotchmen, the Frenchmen, and the Africans, as well as the 
Irishmen, who compose our population, will all rejoice together when the 
rapidly-approaching day arrives, when Irishmen in Ireland will have as 
complete control over their local affairs, as their kinsmen in Canada have 
of theirs, — ^I have the honour to be, faithfully yours, 

Wm, D. Balfouk, 

Member of the Province Legislature of Ontario. 



(43.) 
The Son, NICHOLAS FLOOD-BAVIN, M.P,, Asinihoina. 

House of Commons, Ottawa, Ontario. 

Deae Sie — I regret I have not a copy of my speech on Home Rule, 
made in 1 887, in the House of Commons. You will find it in the Cana- 
dian ** Hansard." 

I may tell you briefly that my view is this, that it would be better 
for the Imperial Government, if some system like our Canadian system 
were applied to Ireland. — I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

!N'iCHOLAs Flood-Da viN. 



(44.) 

The Eon. T. COJJGELIN, M,P,, Canadian Parliament. 

House of Commons, 
Ottawa. 

Dear Sir — In reply to yours of the 22nd ult., I can only say that the 
manner in which political prisoners, be they clergymen, or members of 
Parliament, or simple peasants, are being treated in Ireland, is simply an 
outrage on our common feelings of humanity. To refer to one instance 
of a comparatively recent occurrence, the episode of the arrest and imprison- 
ment of the pure-minded, self-sacrificing, "Wm. O'Brien. One day we 
saw him addressing thousands of Englishmen in the Town Hall of one of 
England's chief cities ; he was the honoured guest of the Mayor of the 
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city, occupying the very room and bed which bad been last occupied by 
the eldest son of the heir apparent to the throne ; within forty-eight 
hours we saw him struggling upon the floor of his prison cell in Ireland, 
with seven jailors (Mr. Balfour says there were oidy six of them), who 
sought to remove his own clothes and substitute those worn by the 
murderer and the thief. All these indignities, and more, have we 
witnessed ; and we ask ourselves, is it possible that these things can be 
done under British law and in the last quarter of the boasted civilization 
of the nineteenth century ? 

What more can I, need I, say ? Of one thing I am quite sure — they 
would not be tolerated for one short period of twenty -four hours in " this 
Canada of ours." — I remain, yours truly, 

T. COUGHUN, 

(45.) 

JT". BE A TJGRANB^ Ex-Mayor of Montreal^ and Editor of that universally 

known paper ^ La Patrie, 

Montreal, 

Deab Sie, — It does not seem as if there could be two opinions about 
the treatment inflicted on the Irish political prisoners, by the present 
GU>vemment of England. Viewed from afar, and judged from an impar* 
tial and purely humanitarian standpoint, it is both cruel and immoral in 
the extreme, and it is a wonder to me that you can at the present age And 
men in the British Parliament to apply, or to defend, such a system of bar- 
barous coercion. — ^Yours, &c. 

H. BEAU6B4ND. 

(46.) 

S. J. CLORAN^ Barrister^ and President of St. Patrick^ s Society^ 
Montreal^ and senior member of the important firm of Cloran and 
Beddardy advocates, barristersy ^c?., Montreal* 

118 St. James's Street, Montreal. 

Deab Sir — Your favour, dated the 22nd ult., and asking for an ex- 
pression of opinion on " the treatment of Irish political prisoners," is 
just to hand. 

The system of placing political prisoners, many of them public 
representative men, on the same footing with common thieves, wife- 
beaters, and murderers, may command the sanction of Ireland's political 
adversaries in the present House of Commons, but from all the in£cations 
on the electoral horizon in Great Britain, it is quite safe to say that the 
great heart of the nation is sick at, and wishes to be relieved of, the in- 
decent spectacle. 

No good or lawful purpose can be served by confounding political 
offenders with low and revolting crime, and it is contrary to all sense of 
decency and justice, as well as to the universal practice among free and 
civilized peoples, to punish a political ofl^ender with the same severity 
and degradation as that meted out to flends. 
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Public opinion abroad, whether expressed in the columns of the 
Press, from the platform, or on the floors of National or State Legisla- 
tures, brands Balfour's treatment of Irish political prisoners as a blot 
upon England's name, and a disgrace to civilization, for that treatment 
is characterized by most unjustifiable rigour — not to say brutality — and 
by imqualified indignities shown to the victims of the Government's 
anger or fear — Your obedient servant, 

H. J. Cloran. 

(47.) 

At a mass-m'ietmg of the Peterborough (jOanada) Branch of the Iruh National 
League^ Mr. THOMAS C A RILL, President, in the chair ^ the following 
resolutions were passed unanimously : 

" That this meeting records its sympathy with William O'Brien, M.P., 
and the other political prisoners in Ireland, in their sufferings for 
the .cause of Ireland and humanity, and that we view with alarm the 
manner in which the liberty of the person and freedom of speech is^ 
wrongly restricted, by the tyrannous acts of the executive of the present 
Government in Ireland." 

Proposed by Mr. Charles J. Leonard, and seconded by Mr. John Cor- 
kerry : — 

" That, as British subjects, we desire to place on record our hearty 
detestation of the base means taken to degrade the leaders of the Irish 
people, who have been imprisoned for political offences, by subjecting 
them to the treatment reserved for common felons only. That in our 
opinion such treatment, savours of vindictive feeling, created by personal 
animosities, and will, if persisted in, incite the passions of the Irish people 
to such a pitch as will place them beyond the control or persuasion of 
their leaders." 

(48). 

St, Anne^s Total Abstinence and Benefit Society, 

Montreal. 

Dear Sir — At a large and representative meeting of the St. Anne's 
T. A. and B. Society, held in St. Anne's Hall, the following resolutions 
were carried unanimously by a standing vote : — 

'* Whereas, this society has learned with feelings of disgust of the 
brutal and inhuman treatment to which patriots have been subjected by 
the prison authorities in Ireland, by being placed on a level with felons 
and criminals ; and 

** Whereas, we regard this treatment as cruel and tyrannical, their 
offence being what is called * Political ; ' 

" We hereby enter our solemn protest against such a system of prison 
treatment, and call upon all lovers of justice and freedom to raise their 
voice against such a state of things in the hope that a speedy remedy may 
be obtained," 

** Resolved — That we tender our sincere thanks to the Dublin 
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FreemanU Journal for its action in^the matter, and wish the paper every 
snccess in its patriotic work." 

We have the honour to be, yours most respectfully, 

P. Kennbdy, President. 
James Magctibe, Secretary. 

(49-) 

Mr. F. R, LATCHFORT^ President of the Celtic Benefit Association, and 

a distinguished Barrister, 

Ottawa. 

Deab Sra — I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
22nd ult., addressed to me as President of the Celtic Benefit Association, 
in which you request an expression of opinion, regarding the treatment to 
which political prisoners are subjected in Ireland. 

I am led to consider that it. is an expression of the opinion of the 
Society, oyer which I have the honour to preside, that you are desirous of 
obtaining. The Celtic Association, I am glad to be able to say, having 
no hope of reward for treachery dangled before the eyes of its members, 
and fearing not the worst its enemies — and they are not few— can do or 
say against it, has never hesitated to express its opinion upon this or any 
other subject of special interest to Irish Canadians. It has never hesi- 
tated as to what line of action it should adopt, when there was a question 
of anything that could arouse or fortify in the breasts of its members, that 
spirit of unselfish patriotism, whose best exponents and highest exemplars 
are, to-day, John Dillon and William O'Brien. In fact, one of the chief 
objects of the Association, and that to which it owes, in an especial man- 
ner, its strength and success, is the promotion among the younger Irish 
Catholics of this city of a healthier form of Irish Nationality, than had 
previously existed. Such being the spirit and aim of the Association, you 
will not, I am sure, be surprised to learn that we anticipated to some 
extent the object of your letter, and long ago passed a resolution, a copy 
of which I beg to enclose.— Yours sincerely, 

Fbank R. Latchford. 

The following is a copy of the resolutions referred to in Mr. Latchford' s 

letter : — 

" That we denounce as infamous, the baseness of the Salisbury Govern- 
ment in revenging the defeat of themselves and their confederates on 
their political opponents by illegal, wanton, indecent, and inhuman violence 
and cruelty in^cted upon them, to the iminent danger of their lives, 
whilst they are prisoners in their hands." 

*VThat, as Canadians, we desire to record our emphatic protest against 
the continuance of a policy, that is a menance to the public peace of 
Ireland, and has stirred up in the United States a feeling that is in the 
highest degree inimical to the friendly relations which should subsist 
between the Dominion of Canada and the American Republic." 
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(50). 

2 he Rev. A, BURNS, D.B,, LL,D,y Principal of the Wesley an Methodist 

Ladies'* College^ Hamiltony Ontario. 

Ladies' College 

Hamilton, Ontario. 

Dear Sir — You ask for my ** opinion upon the treatment of political 
prisoners as now practised in Ireland," and I comply at once. 

It is painful to one, who would love to think of his country as the 
most enlightened and liberal nation on earth, to see her throw into a com- 
mon category the idolized patriot and the common criminal. England*8 
tieatment of Irish Members of Parliament and other political offenders is 
a sad blot on her good name, one of the grossest governmental anachron- 
isms of our day. It might suit the political enli^tenment of Constanti- 
nople or St. Petersburg, but certainly the children of Britain, the wide 
world over, blush to see her stoop to such unseemly severity. 

Were the object to irritate and exasperate even to desperation, Eal- 
fourism could not have been better devised or executed. As an Irishman 
I consider the system an insult — a studied insult — to my countrymen 
everywhere. Were these patriots criminals we would be silent. But it 
is notorious that their crime consists, not in violating ordinary British law, 
but in running foul of special enactments, that seem to have been made to 
provoke to violence and 'crime. From all that I know of the conduct, for 
which they have been treated with such cruelty and indignity, it would 
not be considered criminal in any other part of the British Empire. "Were 
the land system in Ireland transferred to Canada it would not be'tolerated 
for a week. Loyal Canadians would find a Plan of Campaign. Wishing 
for the real union of Ireland and England, I trust that the present irritat- 
ing and offensive system may soon cease, and that those charged with 
mere political offences in Ireland may receive that consideration that 
would be granted to political prisoners by the nations of Western Europe 
and the Governments of !N'orth America. — I am, yours truly, 

A. Burns, D.D., LL.D. 

(51). 

Rev. E. H. DEWART, Minister, and Editor of the ** Christian Guardian,^^ 

Methodist, 

The Christian Guardian Office, 
(One of the oldest and most widely circulated religious 

weeklies in Canada.) 

Toronto, Canada. 

Dear Sir — In answer to your inquiry respecting my views on the re- 
cent treatment of political prisoners in Ireland, I may say briefly — 1. I 
believe it is adapted to prolong and increase the irritation, and dissatisfac- 
tion, for which it is assumed to be a remedy. 2. It is contrary to the 
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freedom of speech, bj which all great reforms hare been achiered ; and 3. 
In its barbarism and cruelty it is utterly out of harmony with the humane 
spirit of modem civilization. — ^Yours very truly, 

E. H. Dewabt. 

(52.) 

The Rev. W. 8. GRIFFIN, Methodist Minieter, Stratford^ Ontario, 

Crniada, 

Stratford, Ontario. 

Deab Sib — "Wt are constantly discovering, what are to us, new features 
in the social and temporal circumstances of the Irish people, and forming 
clearer views of the relations of Catholic and Protestant communities to 
each other and to the Government, and, as the result, there is a rapidly 
growing sympathy with every legitimate effort in the direction of Home 
Rule. 

I do not employ my feeble pen to discuss the merits of the question at 
issue ; that is a business which belongs to journalists and orators of the 
country, and a business which they are managmg well ; but against the 
policy of the Government in its cruel treatment of imprisoned Irish 
patriots, even we have something to say. They are our fellow-citizens, 
and have for us a relationship more intimate and sacred than that which 
is admitted to arise from the common brotherhood of man. They are 
children of the same household (for a nation is a family on a large scale), 
and any outrage committed on them, will naturally and certainly be re- 
sented, as an insult and an injury done to all. 

We a re loyal subjects of the realm. In Great Britain itself there are 
never se ®n more enthusiastic exhibitions of loyalty. Nevertheless, I con- 
fidently say, there has arisen a mixed feeling of condemnation and humili- 
ation, in view of the fact that the mighty Government of an enlightened 
and liberal nation, has resorted to a petty and pitiful persecution of mere 
political offenders. There may be some who would maintain the wisdom 
and necessity of the special legislation under which they have been con- 
victed, but I have never heard one whose opinion is worthy of notice offer 
any defence of the vindictivcness, exhibited in the degrading conditions of 
prison life, which have been imposed. What other reason ran be assigned 
for this departure from the or^ary treatment of such offenders by civil- 
ized nations ? If they had been prisoners of war, arrested in red-handed 
rebellion, or desperate villains, caught in the very act of assassination and 
robbery, what worse conditions of incarceration would they be called on 
to bear? One could only pity the ignorance that prompted such 
methods, if it were supposed that thereby the spirit of revolution would 
be broken ; but the man who has adopted them is too well informed, 
not to know that heroic men bending beneath the weight of oppression (real 
or imaginary) have never been broken by any degradation the oppressor 
may employ. He could not but know, that the indignites which were 
adaed to imprisonment, were utterly useless as an expedient to stamp out 
the political organisation of the country, and consequently they can be 
considered simply and only as the expressions of unbounded personal hate. 
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When sucb honoured representative men as Mr. O'Brien, Mr. CareW; and 
Mr. Bedmond are hunted down and consigned to the felon's cell, where 
they are subjected to the most mortifying and humiliating expenences, 
for acts which millions of honest men deem virtuous instead of criminal, 
we are reminded of the cruel tortures which savage Indian chiefs inflicted 
upon their unfortunate prisoners of war. Kot for governmental ends cer- 
tainly, but to gratify their savage natures, they tormented their helpless 
victims ; and we can conceive of no other feeling (difficult as it is to con- 
ceive it) wldch will account for the insulting, disgusting, and degrading 
penalties, inflicted upon these patriotic men. WhUe snch treatment is to 
be deplored for the sake of the sufferers, it u doing every day more 
to multiply the friends of Some Mule than any other one thing since the 
agitation began, A widely extended acquaintcmce with the opinions and 
feelings of a great variety of people in this country convinces me of the 
certainty of this. 

They may have no votes on this question ; but voting in the British 
Parliament, before now, has been largely affected by the moral sentiment 
of British subjects abroad ; and as it is supplementary to the strong na- 
tional sentiment ever increasing at home, its im ortance cannot be despised 
in settling the question of liberty for a downtrodden people. 

Unbending purpose and unfaltering courage will triumph in the end. 
The prison will have no terrors for those whose life of oppression is more 
abhorrent than imprisonment. The more martyrs there are in prison the 
more heroes there will be in the field, and their friends will multiply with 
their deeds of heroism, and their unhappy land shall soon be prosperous 
and free. — ^Yours truly, 

W. S. Gbifedt, 

Methodist Minister, Stratford, 

Ontario, Canada. 

(53.) 

Bev. H, A. MURRAY, P.P., Coburg, Ontario, brother of the late 

Chevalier Murray, of the Papal Zouaves. 

Coburg. 

Dkab Sm — It is sad to contemplate the action of the Government in 
Ireland towards political prisoners. Those especially, who form part of 
the great English-speaking world, see this sad state of things going on in 
our day with feelings of regret. The largest limit of freedom of opinion 
in all matters, of even those of a political nature, is extended to every 
part of the British Empire, without mentioning the great English-speak- 
ing community of the XJnited States. Take even the United States at the 
time of the Civil "War, even in those troubled times, when the great army 
was moving forward for the preservation of the TJnion. At that time, 
even, the great General Grant considered it beneath a great nation to take 
cognizance of any works, written or spoken in favour of the Confederate 
States, and when his attention was called to the meetings and speeches 
of some, who were considered as endangering the Unionist cause, with 
that contemptuous smile the great soldier coidd give, he said that ** he 
would take no cognizance of speech or writing from anyone, but he would 
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summarily deal with anyone guilty of any action against the United 
States Government/' Contrast this with the action of the Government of 
Ireland, a small country of five million inhahitants, the poorest and most 
suffering in the world, and the men, who, by their voice and pen, are 
endeavouring, without violence, to gain some measure of legislative 
favour for their country, placed in the same dungeons that civiLizatioa 
must create, to preserve itself from what is worst and weakest in humanity. 
To us, living in Canada, such government is among the things incompre- 
hensible. Here, from time to time, the British Government has con- 
stantly gone on giving us whatever measure of self-goveroment we 
desired, and when such demands were made, there were then, as now, 
men who even thought differently, and so expressed themselves, and who 
even thought for a moment of punishing the free expressions of opinion 
with imprisonment in a common jail. And the fruit of such a mode of 
governing a country is easily seen in the prosperity of Canada, and the 
happiness of her people. — Yours truly, 

E. A, MU£&A.T, P.P. 

(540 

Eev John F. COFFEY, Editor o/" UniUd Canada,'' Ottawa. 

Office of United Canada, 55 Bideau-street, Ottawa. 

Mt dxab Sib — ^Yours anent Irish prison treatment did not reach me 
till this forenoon. 

I have so often expressed myself on this subject in the Press, that I 
can only say again that I look upon the Balfourian treatment of the Irish 
political prisoners, as a blot on our civilization and a disgrace to our 
Christianity. — Very faithfully, 

John F. Coffey, Ottawa, 

(55.) 

GEORGE STEWART, Jun., ZZ,J),, Editor of Quebec " Morning 
Chronicle,'* Fellow of the Royal Canadian Society, Sfc, Sfc. 

The Morning Chronicle Office, Quebec. 

Deajl Snt,— To my mind it seems monstrous, in this age of progress and 
advanced statecraft, tnat political prisoners should be treated as common 
felons. That course, if persisted in, will have the effect of bringing about 
a trtupendous reform. Patriotism and crime are not synonymous.—! am, 
yours very truly, 

Geobge Stewakt, Juk. 

(56.) 

J. W, FITZGERALD, an extensive Business Man in Peterborough, Canada 

Peterborough, Ontario, Canada. 

Dear Ma. ^I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter em- 
bracing extracts from a letter received by you from Mr. E, Dwyer Gray, 
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of the Dublin Freemat^s Jaumal^ with the view of eliciting expression of 
opinion upon the treatment of political prisoners at the present time in 
Ireland. 

Although a true British subject, educated in, and speaking the English 
language for more than half a century, in Ireland and in Canada, I cannot 
find words to express adequately my utter horror of the infamoudy brutal, 
cowardly, and cruel persecution now practised upon Ireland's cherished, 
most valued, and noblest sons. 

It is bad enough — it is barbarous and inhuman enough- for strongly 
armed and organized bodies of Irish policemen and British soldiers — the 
latter in degradation of their noble calling — to root out, under Balfour's 
orders, •ften penniless and f oodless, from the hearths and homes created 
largely by themselves and their ancestors, weak men, women, and 
children ; but it is infinitely more galling and fiendish to seek to drag 
down to degradati<m and contamination, men of sensitive fibre and keen 
susceptibilities, whose only crime is to say in Ireland what Englishmen 
could with perject freedom say in England, by coercing them to consort 
with vile criminals of every kind. 

Such cold-blooded levelling is a disgrace to England, and to England's 

humanity. 

It is precisely of a piece with the attempt of the infamous Tory Go- 
vernment and the London Times newspaper, to brand Mr. Pamell, and 
through him the Irish nation, with foulest crime — but as it ended with 
this conspiracy, so will it end with Balfour — in discomfiture and disgrace. 

The dawn of Ireland's liberty is already above the horizon — the 
masses, aye, and many of the classes, of the English liberty-loving people, 
led by their own greatest statesman, W. E. Gladstone, are becoming alive 
to the wrongs of Ireland — ^the blackest blot upon great England's name 
and fame — and what they take in hand is certain of speedy accomplish- 
ment. Praying God this may be so, I am, dear sir, yours very truly, 

J. W. FlTZGEKlLD. 

(57.) 
EUGENE O'KEEFE, Brewer and Banker of the City of Toronto. 

Toronto. 

Deab Sie— I am in receipt of your favour of the 26th ult., and hasten 
to give you my views on the treatment to which the Irish political pri- 
soners have been subjected. I can find no words adequate to express my 
contempt for the Castle authorities, headed by the notorious Balfour. 
How such treatment can be submitted to by the Irish race is something 
beyond my comprehension, and is proof positive of the power exercised 
over the people by constitutional leaders. The conduct of the authorities, 
acting under the present Government, is simply infamous, and would not 
be tolerated in any other country on earth. 

How the Tory Government of England can have become so infatuated 
in its blind attempt to keep Ireland in thraldom is also a matter of wonder 
to me. 

I would wish to say much more upon the subject, but from what I 
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have said you can readily imagine how strongly I feel the barbarous 
treatment meted out to that noble patriot, "William O'Brien, and the others 
who have suffered unheard-of treatment at the hands of Balfour & Co. 

In reference to Paraell, I believe Providence has raised up an Eman- 
cipator at this particular time, to relieve the Irish people from their more 
than Eg}^ptian bondage. — I am, yours truly, 

EuGEXE O'Keefe. 

(58.) 

Mn LEEy senior partner of the extensive firm of William A. Lee Sc Son^ 
General Agents, Ileal Estate, Insurance, and Loan Brokers, Valuators, 
and Arbitrators, Toronto. 

Toronto Real Estate, Insurance, and Financial 
Ag^ncj^, "Western Fire and Marine 
Insurance Company, 

10 Adelaide Street, East, Toronto. 

Deab Sir — Your esteemed communication to hand. 

In reply I would beg to state briefly my humble opinion of ** The 
Treatment of Political Prisoners " as practised in Ireland to-day. 

The treatment meted out to these people is iniquitous, cruel, and 
unjust. 

It is iniquitous, because it is beyond the bounds of all common decency 
in this civilized age ; cruel, because I may say, that never among civilized 
countries in modem times, has such treatment been imposed on political 
prisoners ; and unjust, because the rules which are called laws, and which 
are said to have been broken, are made by a sister nation whose represen- 
tatives care nothing for Ireland, are indifferent to her wants, and foreign 
to her interests, except in so far as the revenue derived therefrom is con- 
cerned. 

Any law which treats a man, who, in a constitutional manner, dares 
stand up for his country's welfare, the same as one guilty of a felony or 
any other great crime, although under the title of law, does not deserve 
that name, though regarded as such by its framers, and should not be 
regarded as such by any class, creed or community, or even respected by 
them, and so should be swept from the Statute Book. 

Why, sir, the treatment of political prisoners in the Neapolitan 
dungeons, under the tyrannical rule of King Ferdinand, can hardly be 
compared to the treatment of like prisoners in Ireland under the reginiS 
of Mr. Balfour. 

If, as each and every one of us know, the treatment accorded to 
prisoners in the Emerald Isle were attempted on any portion of the people 
in Canada by any political party differing from them ii? politics, the 
people would rise up en masse and demand such government's resignation. 

"What a cry was raised about the treatment of the Southern slave, who, 
at least, was sure of two things — (1) A good bed to sleep on, and (2) 
plenty of good food — by many people in Great Britain of the same shade 
of politics as those now holding the reins of government there ! 
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Thank heaven, we in Canada make andjadminister our own laws. 

Alas ! poor Ireland, happy would you be could you make your own 
laws, and not be doomed to keep, as you have been for the last two 
hundred years, I may say, those made for you by strangers. 

But, Sir, with that Grand Old Man, Mr. Gladstone, at the helm, and 
ably seconded by Mr. Pamell, and a very large body of the people of 
England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, the day is not far distant when 
the sun will rise on a Parliament in Ireland in which those self -same 
political prisoners, now undergoing such harsh and cruel treatment, led 
on by that whole-souled and generous-hearted patriot, Mr. William 
O'Brien, will be endowed with the choicest gifts at their country's hands. 
— I remain, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Wm. a. Lee. 

(59.) 

J'^eri/ Rev, Dean 0' CONNOR, an influential Catholie\PrieBt, 

Chesterville, Ontario. 

My deab Sib, — Knowing my sentiments on the Home Rule question as 
you do, it is not necessary that I should use many words to convince you 
of my entire sympathy with Mr. Pamell and his faithful followers, all 
througji their recent trial, and my heartfelt thankfulness to God for. the 
very complete vindication before the world at large of their motives and 
aspirations, all through their course from start to finish ; and now I firmly 
believe that the hour of their and Ireland's victory is nigh, and may 
God grant it. Amen. 

With respectful souvenirs to your deservedly honoured chief, I am 
always — ^Yours in Jesus Christ, 

Vert Rev. Dean O'Connor. 

(60.) 

Rev, W. FLANNERYy Associate Editor of the London, Ontario, Catholic 

Record. 

Dear Sir — In reply to your esteemed communication, I shall en- 
deavour to state as briefly as I can my opinion on the question proposed, 
viz., the propriety, or iniquity rather, of classing political prisoners with 
ordinary criminals. 

Many years ago Mr. W. E. Gladstone paid a visit to Naples, and 
while in that city obtained p ermission to interview the prisoners, who, 
for political offences, were held in durance vile by King Ferdinand, or, 
as he was then styled. King Bomba. Mr. Gladstone's realistic and vivid 
description of the horrors of Neapolitan dungeons, in which patriots were 
equally classed and punished with the most abandoned criminals, pro- 
duced a sensation in aU the courts and legislative assemblies of Europe. 
Strange to tell, every country in Europe, except England, and perhaps 
Russia, profited by the lessons of humanity and discrimination conveyed 
in Mr. Gladstone's expose. In all these countries political prisoners, not 
guilty of participation in felonious acts, have, since that time, been 
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differently classed and differently treated from ordinary prisoners. In 
Prance especially, to my own knowledge, political prisoners have well- 
famished rooms, where in their ordinary apparel, "they may enjoy their 
books, writing materials, and, if they desire and can afford it, their wine 
at dinner and their cigars afterwards. 

England may hoast of her advanced civilization and her progressive 
ideas, but while she treats as vile and degraded criminals, the bravest 
hearts and the men who, though imprudent in speech and act, are true 
knights of honour sans reproche et sans peur, she must be held to account 
as yet tainted with barbarism, and not far removed from the mediaeval 
ages of the rack and the gibbet. 

In Canada, thank God, we have no political prisoners. Enjoying the 
power to make laws suitable to the country we live in, and in accord- 
ance with the genius, the mode of life, and aspirations of our people, we 
are saved from even the possibility of internecine warfare. 

It sounds very much like the echo of feudal times, and of the port- 
cullis and drawbridge, and of London Tower and the stocks, when we 
hear and read of true, honest, and otherwise irreproachable patriots bein.sj 
stripped of their clothes, clipped of their beard, and forced into the felon's 
garb by the rough hands of brutal gaolers. 

When Ireland enjoys what Canada has been prospering on, for the 
last fifty years — the luxury of enacting her own laws, or Home Rule — 
there shall be no longer in that unhappy, because ill-governed, "coimtry 
any use or reason for the felon's garb or the plank bed. — I am, yours 
sincerely, 

W. Flanxeey, P.p., 

St. Thomas, Out., Canada. 

(61.) 

Tlig Vitry Rev, Canon O'BONNELL, P.P,, St. Denis's, Diocese of 8L 

Hyacinth, Province of Quebec, 

St. Louis. 

Dear Sir, — Your letter came here while I was from home. Lord 
Salisbury's atrocious conduct towards men whose constitutions he may 
break, but whose spirit he can never bend, has aroused the anger of 
lovers of peace and justice all over the world. When the majority of the 
civilised world is of one opinion, that majority must certainly be in the 
right. 

A judge unfaithful to his office is a great criminal in the sight of God 
and man : he saps the very foundation of society, crushes or darkens the 
natural instinct of what is just and honest : he provokes blasphemy against 
a sacred mission prostituted to injustice and dishonour. When that judge 
is sent like a scorpion scourge to destroy, root and branch, a nation's life, 
then the crime is deeper and darker, for the foul destroyer acts under a 
power, ordained to protect the lives and liberties of its subjects. For if it 
is true that nations, as such, having only a temporal existence, receive 
here below their reward or punishment, the time must come when a just 
retribution will be awarded to the guilty Government, so maliciously in- 
tent on stifling not only Ireland's but the world's cry for justice. The 
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hand of God will be heavy on this double-faced hypocrisj, acting under 
the cover of mis-named law, to goad into despair the most law-abiding 
people on the face of tHe earth. * *A deceitful balance is an abomination before 
the Lord" be it that of an indi^ddual or of the responsible minister of 
God's power thus degraded. The strong arm of the law should wipe out 
crime, and not manufacture it by special enactments. Authority is from 
God, and the civil power is His minister. But when the "scales' of 
justice " respond to the unequal pressure of an iniquitous ministry ; when 
an act is punished as criminal in one part of the kingdom, and condoned 
as innocent in another; when honest men, learned and peaceful, using the 
rights guaranteed by the constitution of their country, and prosecuted as 
felons, burglars, or incendiaries, are put on a level in the prison cell with 
the worst malefactors, because they try constitutionally to protect from 
the most cruel expatriation and ruin, their families, their homes, their 
lives ; the voice of the world is raised, and a cry of horror is heard from 
pole to pole, against such a tyrannical abuse of power. But, with God's 
help, might will not for ever overrule right. 

If the State betrays its mission by enacting unjust laws, contrary to 
the welfare of the community, in order to uphold a social disorder, 
causing the domestic and public ruin of the people, the^e enactments can- 
not bind the conscience, and it is a duty to trample on them. They 
must be met with resistance, passive or active, according to their object. 
They are not binding, and deserve no obedience. If the law partakes more 
of the nature of a police regulation, and at the same time is opposed to 
justice and constitutional rights, how can the Executive put on the same 
footing the public criminal and the man whose conscience is without 
a stain ? In such a case the political prisoner, thou8:h condemned to a 
convict's cell, is as free of guilt— as stainless — as the sun's rays passing 
through a foul medium. His conduct is not reproved, nay, it is sup- 
ported by the best, the safest, most interested, and most responsible 
guides of order and virtue in the country. The bishops and priests of 
Ireland would rather see the homes of their flocks laid desolate, the 
lands waste, than witness the blot of a single sin on the soul of the 
poorest of their imhappy children. JSven supposing the Coercion Act 
had all the conditions of just law embodied in it, enacted for the benefit of 
the community at large, should not a distinction he made between the 
treatment of the common felon and, if you please, the misguided patriot? 
But patriotism, especially for England's sentimental policy, is a virtue 
everywhere, except in Ireland. 

** Unprized are her sons till they learn to betray." 

The patriot, shielded under the rights of a citizen, has in view the wel- 
fare of his country ; and if by accident he is obliged to be in seeming op- 
position to the law, it is because a superior one tells him that — '* Vor 
populi suprema lexJ*^ 

The civilized world has given its verdict against such indiscriminate 
treatment. A cry of shame has gone forth from one end of the earth to 
the other, wherever there is an Englishman to be found, stigmatising 
the atrocious barbarity of the Salisbury Government. They have lost the 
good- will of every lover of liberty and justice. Through their own in- 



125 

sane policy they are, God be praised, hastening their own down» 
fall. 

** Quo8 vult perdere, Deus prim denientat It was said formerly that the 
Wood of the martyrs was the seed of Christians. Let us hope that the 
Irish political convict's ceU will be the road to freedom, peace, and pros- 
perity for unhappy Ireland. 

With my most fervent prayers for the same, believe me, sincerely, 
your obedient servant, v 

A. Canon O'Donnell, P.P. 

(62.) 

The Hon, ED WARD MURPIIY, recently elected Senator to the Dominion 
Parliament, comtnonly known as ** The Canadian Father of Home Ride, ^^ 
an extensive business man in Montreal, 

Montreal. 

Dea.r Sir — I understand from your letter that you desire an expression 
of opinion from Irishmen generally upon the treatment of political 
prisoners in Ireland. 

In reply, I beg to say that the treatment meted out by the present 
Coercion Government in Ireland to the political prisoners in that afflicted 
country is, in my humble opinion, atrocious, and would be a disgrace even 
in a semi-civilized country, and is more so in one that boasts of that much 
vaunted expression, ^^ British Liberty," 

England has sympathized with and given shelter to Kossuth, and to 
refugees from every revolutionary centre in Europe since 1848, and has 
morally and materially assisted Garibaldi in revolutionizing Italy, and 
dethroning the Holy Father. 

Under the present Coercion Act, the imprisonment of venerated 
priests, members of Parliament, and other prominent Irishmen, and their 
exceptionally hard and degradiny treatment as felons for offences unknown 
to the common law, is infamous, and calls for condemnation from all 
lovers of justice and humanity. — I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

Edward Murphy. 

(63). 
Rev. J, F. 21 BRIDE, St. Michael's College, Toronto, 

St. John's Grove, Toronto. 

My Dear Sir — I join with heart and soul in the protest against the 
present administration of government in Ireland. 

Self-government is no crime, and they who seek a lawful end by 
legitimate means are no criminals. The treatment the Irish patiiots 
have met with, argues of prejudice against Irish rights, on the part of the 
present English Government, so intense as to blind them to the inevitable 
defeat which must attend such a lawless use of law. *' Their feet are 
swift to shed blood, sorrow and wretchedness are in their path." — 
Faithfully yours, J. F. M*Bride. 
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Count Albert De Man, the leader of the Cathoh'c Party in France. 
Monsienr Leveille, Professor of the Ecole de Droit, Member of 
the present Commission de la lievision de la Code Penale. 
M. Paul De Cassagnac. 

M. L. Nemours Godre, Redacteur Paris Universe. 
M. A. Horteau, Redacteur- en -Chef Journal des Dehaffi. 
M. Dabbudie de Barrau, the famous writer, scieiitest, etc., etc. 



(64) 

The Count ALBERT BE MUX, the Bayard of the Catholic Church 
in France, and one of the first orators in the French Chamber of Deputies, 

Chambre des Deputes, 

38 Rue Francois ler. 

MoKsiETTR — XIn Toy age de quelquos jours m'a empeche de repoiidre 
plus tot d la lettre, que vous avez bien vouiu m'ecrire. Je vous prie 
d'excuser ce retard involontaire. Je ne saurais d'ailleurs sur la question 
que vous me posez vous indiquer, avec toute la precision que vous desires, 
les principps de la legislation Fran9aise. Les crimes et les delits d'ordro 
politique ont donne lieu en effet, dans notre pays trouble par de si fre- 
quentes revolutions, aux penalites les plus diverses, suivant le plus on 
moins grand degre d'aideur des passions, qui dominent les esprits. Et so 
n'est pas au moment, oii le Gouvemement de la France vient d'instituer une 
juridiction d'ordre exceptionnel pour juger des adversaires politiques et 
leur infliger, le cas ecLeant, le traitement le plus severe, que je pourrais 
invoquer Texemple de mon pays en faveur de la justice et de la modera- 
tion. Tout se que je puis dire c'est qu'en temps normal, les d61its politi- 
ques ne pouvaient guere s'accomplir, que par la voie des joumaux, des Merits 
ou des reunions illegale?, la penalite qui les frappe ne depasse pas 1 amende 
ou la prison, et il est assurement sans exemple que des ecrivains ou des 
hommes politiques, condamnes en pareil cas, aient ete soumis au regime 
des criminels ordinaires* 

Vous comprendiTz cci*tainment que je borne ma response a ces indica- 
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tions geaerales, na connaissanfc pas assez le detail des faits auxquels votre 
lettre se rapporte, pour exprimer a lour propos, un jugement formel. 

En theorie, je crois que les mesures violentes^ quelquefois necessaires 
quand la soci6t6 est en peril, sont, pour un gouvemement une malheur- 
euse extremite, et qu'en tout cas, elles demeurent steriles, si elles ne sont 
accompagn6es de reformes salutaires, de nature a calmer Tesprit par de ligi- 
times satisfactions, 

. Veuillez agreer, monsieur, I'assurance de mes sentimens les plus dis- 
tingu6s. 

A. De Mux. 

Monsieur E Dwyer Gray. 



The following is a translation dl the above letter . — 

Chambre des Deputes, Paris, 1889. 

SiE — A. journey, which occupied some days, has prevented me from 
sooner replying to the letter, you were kind enough to write to me. I beg 
you will excuse this involuntary delay. I cannot well, however, state 
with all the definiteness yoa desire, the principles of French legislation 
with reference to the question you mention. Crimes and offences of a 
political nature have, in fact, in our country, disturbed by so many revo- 
lutions, given occasion for the most varying penalties, according to the 
greater or less warmth of passion controlling the public mind. And it is 
not at this moment, when the Government of France has instituted an ex- 
ceptional tribunal to judge political adversaries, and to inflict on them, if 
condemned, the severest treatment, that I could invoke the example of my 
country, in favour of justice and moderation. 

All that I can say is that, in a normal condition, political offences — 
which cannot well otherwise be committed than by means of newspapers, 
writings, or illegal assemblies — are not stricken by any punishment ex- 
ceeding fine or detention. Most certainly it is imexampled, that writers 
or political persons, condemned for such a cause, should be subjected to 
the prison treatment of common criminals. 

You will undoubtedly understand that I limit my reply to these gene- 
ral statements, as I am not sufficiently acquainted with the details of the 
acts to which your letter relate* to express a formal judgment on them. 

Theoretically, I believe that violent measures, sometimes necessary 
when society is in danger, are an unhappy and extreme resource for a Go- 
vernment, and that in all cases they are doomed to sterility, if they be not 
accompanied by salutary reforms, of such a nature, as to conciliate public 
opinion by legitimate and satisfactory (joncessions. 

Pray accept, sir, the assurance o£ my most distinguished sentiments. 

A. DE Mux. 
Mr. E. Dwyer Gray. 
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(65) 

Monsieur Le Professeur LEVEILLEy ProfesHor of the Faculty of LaWy 
HcoU de Droit, the great State School of France; Memler of Commission^ 
appointed at close of 2nd Siege^ corresponding to our Royal CommissionSy 
to inquire into condition of Commimmrd convicts transported to N^ew Cale- 
donia ; now member of the Commission de la Revision de la Code Penale, 

(From a representative of The FreemarCs Journal). 

Paris, Monday. 

Yesterday I had an interriew, on the subject of the treatment of poli- 
tical prisoners in France, with a gentleman whose name will be at once 
recognized as that of an eminent authority on the subject This is 
Monsieur Leveille, Professor of the Ecole de Droit, or Faculty of Law, 
of Paris, whose distinguished reputation has caused him to be selected a» 
a member of the important National Commission for the Revision of the 
Penal Code of France. No more authoritative opinion than his on the 
subject of the treatment here of political prisoners could be desired. 

We met at the Ecole de Droit by appointment. After alluding to the 
way Irish political prisoners are treated by England, I asked what was the 
law with reference to political prisoners in France. 

M. Leveille — "In cases of transport»ition and long imprisonments, 
which vary from five to twenty years [and corresponds with the penal 
servitude of Great Britain], the French law makes a distinction 
between political and ordinaiy offenders. Political prisoners are not 
obliged to work or to wear the prison dress, and they are entirely separated 
from the ordinary criminals. In cases of short imprisonment, varying from 
six days to five years, the text of the law is not explicit, but the tradi- 
tion and custom of the administration has always been, to treat political 
prisoners with much leniency. They wear their own dress, receive visits 
from their friends, and need never mix with the other prisoners. The 
only exception to this rule was the treatment of the Communards by 
Monsieur Goullard" (of the Thier*s Cabinet, in 1871) but public opinion 
in France is always on the side of a great distinction in favour of political 
prisoners. Under Louis Philippe, political prisoners, such as Cavaignac, 
Raspail, Trellat, &c., were allowed to leave the prison during the day, and go 
about the town on parole ; so that it often happened when their friends went 
to see them that the reply of the prison concierge, or door-keeper, was 
* Ces messieu7's sont sortis} (These gentlemen are not at home.) 

** What is the custom of the administration at the present time as to 
the treatment of political prioners ? " 

M Leveille— *' They are treated with much consideration. Monsieur 
Constans, a shoii; time ago in the I egislature, replying to a question from 
a member in reference to this subject, said that the liberality of the prison 
administration in this matter had gone so far, that the number of visitors^ 
on the list of one of the prisons amounted to over 80, which rendered the 
task of prison concierge (or door-keeper) no light one. One of these lists 
mcluded the name of a danseuse of the opera, and also, it must be added 
for propriety's sak , that of her aunt." 
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" I have heard that the Opportunists wish to make the prison laws 
more severe ?" 

M. L6veille — "It having been decided by the Commission Superieure 
des Prisons that the rules for the treatment of politiced prisoners should be 
considered, about a fortnight ago this question came up on the agenda 
paper. The head of the Penitentiary Administration, M. Herbette (who 
is a man of rules), delighted at the chance of making a new rule, proposed 
to take up this work, but the Commission Superieure des Prisons decided 
against any new regulation, leaving, as formerly, in the hands of the 
administration the power of continuing their liberal traditions, and also 
of checking any abuses of the same which might arise." 

** "What is your personal opinion on the subject ?" 

M. Leveille — *• 1 am in favour of one form of imprisonment, i.e,, to 
make the rules for long and short terms of imprisonment the same, ouly 
differing in length according to the crime. I would separate entirely, and 
make a distinction, between what I call crimes which dishonour, and those 
which do not. In the class of ^JSbnesta Cmtodia,'^ I would include, besides 
political prisoners, dueUists, and in some cases, those accused of Press 
offences, even when unconnected with politics, &c. I am on the Commission 
de la Revision de la Code Penale. It is proposed that all prisoners should 
have to work, but that those undergoing what I call honorable imprisonment 
should continue to do their own work, whatever that might he, Por instance, 
a poet would write verses, and as he could always say the inspiration had 
not come, it would be merely a form ; and in most cases the power of 
continuing their own work would be appreciated by the prisoners." 

(66) 

Monsieur L. NEMOURS GODRE, Ireland s lest friend in France^ 
Redactew of the Paris ** Universe^'* the leading Catholic organ in France, 

Paris, Juillet, 1889. 

SiK, — I rather fear that my opinion would not add much weight to the 
imposing array of civilized opinions you have put in line against the 
" Treatment of Political Prisoners " in your Anglo-Irish prisons. 

It is not easy, moreover, to write upon such a subject without going 
into particulars, and that would be decidedly too long. But since you 
ask my views, I may be pardoned for writing down a few observations. 

To begin with, it is easy to prove that the English themselves show 
us that there is some difference between a political ** criminal" and a 
common one. They have welcomed and honoured Garibaldi, Mazzini, 
and the genus omne of revolutionary Italians who stood condemned by laws 
and constitutions otherwise sacred and just (to say the least of it), than 
the British constitution and laws as applied to Ireland. Are they not for 
the time being toasting and otherwise entertaining General Boulanger, 
who, were he in France, would be indeed very severely dealt with by 
our Opportunist legislators ? 

But we hear of an objection — we are told that General Boulanger has 
violated no moral law ; that he was, in a country of universal suffrage, 
striving to obtain as many votes as possible, so as to throw from power a 
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party which pretends to monopolize French " aspirations," and that to 
fight him to advantage the Opportunists have been compelled to resort to 
exceptional legislation, and exceptional tribunals. Quite so. But such 
is precisely the case of Irishmen whom British ministers are tracking 
through a new Coercion law added to the old stock of Coercion measures, 
and a body of special magistrates. There is, however, a difference. It is, 
that the brave general, who has been so earnestly taken to by the popular 
favour, leads us possibly to a leap in the dark, while the Irish Party, with 
the nation at their back, are going all for a well-known policy, and 
claiming rights, liberties, and traditions they have been robbed of. 

But now — and it wUl be the end of my argument — were General 
Boulanger caught and arraigned before the High Court of the Senate, he 
would be perhaps condemned and banished, but they should not dare 
treat him to the indignities which Anglo-Irish jailors daily inflict upon 
your most honourable deputies. 

A Parliamentary Government leads necessarily to the formation of 
opposing parties in the State, and the political arena would soon become a 
scene of savage war were the dominating party entitled to condemn their 
oponents to the felon's cell or the convict's dishonouring labours. 

You have pretty well told how these things are managed here. There 
is now in prison at La Pelagie a perfectly honourable man, my publisher 
and friend, M. Savine, who was lately condemned to be imprisoned for 
three months by the Bordeaux Assizes for having printed the now famous 
book of the Deputy Gilly — **Mes Dossiers ;*' he was quite ungenerously- 
loaded before the court by M. Gilly with the onus prohandi for the facts 
given in the book on the word of the writer. But though aware of public 
accusations against some members of the Opportunist party, he was quite 
unable to supply the proofs by himself. He was, of course, condemned 
according to our law of libel, hut he u not treated as a common criminal. 
He receives his meals from outside. I have only to write a word to the 
manager of the prison to he granted an interview with the prisoner. He is 
punished, but not in a way which could be considered as a vengeance by 
his pursuers. 

And this is, unfortunately, the very aspect of the law in Ireland. It 
looks too often as if designed, not to protect public rights and order, but 
to avenge the rancorous feelings of political adversaries. 

To the foreign observer your case against England, as briefly stated as 
possible, stands thus: — The Irish nation, backed by her clergy, her 
leaders, her most representative elements, claims rights and liberties 
which, to use the very words of John Bright himself, she has been 
^^fraudulently" deprived of. The English Patliamentaiy majority say 
they cannot assent to that, and to maintain their point make coercive laws 
and appoint special tribunals, which, under the false pretence of protecting 
Ireland against crime, are labouring only on behalf of a ^^frauMenV^ 
paper Union. 

How could honourable Irishmen, true to their country, to their fellow- 
citizens, feel themselves bound to obey such laws and such tribunals ? 
They may be misguided, they may go too far, but they are acting under 
a legitimate and strong sense of the wrongs done to their dear and noble 
country. They remain what they are, honourable men ; and a shock is 
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» 
given to the civilized opinion of nmnkind when we hear of such men 
being treated as common criminals, and subjected to a thousand 
indignities. 

For, I dare say so, in this entirely too long struggle gone through by 
noble Ireland, the sympathies of the civilized world go all, or almost all, 
with Ireland. It is easy for the correspondents of the London Press abroad 
to misrepresent foreign sympathy for Ireland as the issue of unmixed 
hatred against England. I hear too much of this tune. Eor my own part, 
I feel tolerably sure that I bear no ill-will on this earth to any nation as 
such. It would be anti-Catholic, and quite absurd, too. 

But even a foreign observer might be excused for giving expression to 
feelings which were never more eloquently expressed than by Cardinal 
Manning and Mr. Gladstone. Of these eminent and representative English- 
men, to be sure, the first was saying lately to some Irish members — " It 
is happy for me that I was not bom an Irishman. I would have been 
hanged many years ago ; " and the second has solemnly acknowledged that 
the bulk of the civilized opinion abroad was, and has always been, on the 
side of Ireland against England. 

It would be impossible, I believe, to find better witnesses to prove 
that the indignities inflicted upon your " political prisoners " are an in- 
tolerable chapter added to the long record of English misrule in Ireland. — 
I remain, sir, yours truly, 

L. Kemouks Godke. 

(67.) 

Monsieur PAUL DE CAS8AGNAC, Member of the French Chamber of 
Deputies^ one of the most erninent of the latter day politicians of France^ 
and the most brilliant writer on ** L^ Autwite^^ the leading Bonapartist 
and Conservative organ of France. 

Chambre des Deputes. 

MoifSiEiTB — Je trouve que le traitement appliqu6^aux condamnes 
politiques en Irlaude est absolnmeut ignoble. 

Chez nous, dans a moment, on vent aussi soumettre les condamcees 
politiques d des vexations, sans precedent. 

Ou qu'elles se produisent ces fagons d'agir meritent d^etre fletries. 

Veuillez agreer, monsieur, rexpression de ma consideration la plus 
distinguee. 

ClSSAGNAC. 

Monsieur E. Dwyer Gray. 

The folio winof is a translation of the above : — 

Chamber of Deputies, Paris. 

Sir— I consider the treatment to which political prisoners are 
subjected in Ireland positively infamous. 

Here at this moment, an attempt is being made to subject political 
prisoners to vexations which are without precedent. 



132 

Whenever such a course is adopted it deserves to be stigmatized. — 
Accept, sir, the expression of my most distinguished consideration. 

CA8SA.QNAC. 

Mr. E. Dwyer Gray. 

(68) 

Monsieur A. HORTJEA Uy editor of the ** Journal de% Dehats,^' 
The following is a translation of a letter received from Monsieur Horteau^ 
Hedacteur en Chef of the " Journal des Debats " : — 

Journal des Debats^ 1 7 Rue des Pretres, 

St. Germain-rAuxerrois. 

Sir — I have the honour to reply to the letter, with which you honoured 
me, requesting information as to the treatment to which political prisoners 
are subjected in French prisons. The French Penal Code orders for 
political crimes penalties, which differ from those under the ordinary law. 
These political penalties a^e transference to a fortified place, simple 
transportation, detention, and civil degradation (i.e., loss of civil rights). 
But in the minor matter of simple correctional regulations, the penalty of 
imprisonment is common to political and ordinary offences. The written 
law establishes no difference between the manner of the imprisonment, 
whether ordered for one or other of these kinds of offences. 

As a matter of fact, however, persons condemned to imprisonment for 
press offences, and for political offences, are placed under a milder treat- 
ment than that to which other prisoners are subjected. They are, 
generally speaking, treated simply as untried prisoners are. But this 
difference of treatment between political and ordinary prisoners is deter- 
mined only by custom, by rules of the administration^ by ministerial 
orders, and not by the written law. 

Recently protests were made by persons condemned for press offences, 
who complained that certain favours were withdrawn, which had usually 
been granted to those of this category detained in prison. These protests 
were brought before the Chamber of Deputies, which took no action.* 

The Conseil Superieur des Prisons, in its turn, took the matter into 
consideration. It has decided to change nothing in the actual conditioa 
of things. 

You will find herewith two extracts from journals containing sum- 
marised reports of the deliberations of the Conseil Superieur des Prisons 

on the subject Pray accept, sir, expression of my most distinguished 

consideration, 

A. HORTEAU. 

* Reference was made to this subject iu the interview with Professor Leveille. 
It was shown that one gentleman had eiglity visitors on his list, including an opera 
dancer and her aunt. Of course some rearrangement was required, even for the 
sake of the over- worked janitor. At Richmond, O'Connell and his friends iasoed 
a card declining to receive visitors except at certain days and hours. 
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The following is a traQslation of the summarized reports of the 
deliberations of the Conseil Superieur which bear upon the question 
nt issue : 

The Conseil was requested to consider the questions previously 
submitted to it, which concern the prison treatment applicable to 
persons condemned for Press offences, for political acts, or for acts 
connected with politics. The general regulation, promulgated bj the 
Conseil at the end of 1885, has, in fact, laid down the principle rules 
which guided the (prison) administration in fixing, according to minis- 
terial direction, the special treatment applicable in all the departments, 
except that of the Seine (Paris). Generally speaking, the treatment 
is the same as that accorded to those detained in prison, who are re- 
puted innocent until the day they are found guilty. In Paris the only 
existing rale is that of 1867, instituted for political prisoners condemned 
to less than a year and a day of imprisonment, and confined in St. 
Pelagic. By the terms of this rule, which is in conformity with all 
the existing general regulations, visits should be received in a special 
parlour, and all correspondence, books, pamphlets, journals, or writings 
are subject to a preliminary visa (or endorsement), either on entry or 
exit, with power of detention. 

As a matter of fact, however, by extension of exceptional permis- 
sions, granted, for instance, on account of health, visits have been 
received in private rooms and cells, which eliminated any real power 
of visa over correspondence with the exterior. 

The Conseil Stiperieur was requested to examine in what way, 
under what conditions, and to what persons, a new regulation — the 
same for the whole of France — should or should not allow the grant of 
this exceptional favour — ^namely, of visits and communications in the 
private room of prisoners and beyond the control of supervision. 

In the meantime, pending this, a state of toleration had been 
maintained without distinction, when recent incidents (and particularly 
the publication of insulting drawings, which might of itself constitute 
an offence on the part of a prisoner in St. Pelagic) caused the Chan- 
cellor to ask for measures to revive the rules and legal directions. The 
administration then no longer felt itself authorized to temporarily sanc- 
tion the state of simple toleration, before the advice of the Conseil 
Superieur, and the decision of the government, should give permission 
^ or these divergences from all the regulations previously formulated. 

But consultation and investigation will now permit the taking of 
such temporary measures as may be proper, until the question shall be 
definitely decided by government. 

After a general discussion, on the necessity of determining, first of 
all, the categories of those who should be allowed to profit by right of 
special treatment, the subject was referred to the Commission of xtules 
to prepare a draft which might be submitted to the GFovernment, in 
order to constitute a special regulation, applicable throughout France, 
to prisoners condemned for press offences, for political acts, or for 
matters connected with politics. 

6 
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cojonssioir op bttles — ^dboisioit. 



The Commission of Enles of the Cometl Stiperior de^ Prisons 
a9sembled yesterday momiixg to examine into the question of the 
treatment of political prisoners in St. Pelagie prison. 

Present — M. Schoeieher, President ; Messrs. de Verninac, Senator ; 
Clemencean and Alfred Laroze, Deputies ; Laferriere, Vice-Pitesident of 
the Council of State ; P. Dreyfus, ex-Deputy ; Jacquin, Councillor of 
State ; Voisin, Member of the High Court of Cassation ; Dumas, 
Director of Criminal Affairs; Herbette, Director of Penitentiary 
Establishmen ts. 

After a long discussion, the Commission came to the conclusion 
that there was no necessity for issuing a new Eule ; that the regulation 
of 1867 was perfectly compatible with the most ample liberality of 
treatment, and that it would suffice to publish an opinion advising the 
application of this Kule of 1867 in such a manner as to ensure the 
practice of liberality {tolerance), and at the same time to maintain good 
order in the prison. M. Laferriere has been charged with drafting 
this authoritative opinion. 

(69) 

Jf I/ABB UDI BE BARRA U, a man whose name is knoum all over the" 
civilized world : Memhre de VInstitut, Pa/ris ; Membre des Bureau des 
Lonaitudes, the world-famed hody of " savants ; also Konora/ry Member 
of the Italian Academy dei Lucie, and of the Royal Academy of Madridy 
and ** Memhre Correspondent*^ of many learned bodies abroad, 

(I am indebted for the following important interview, to a famous 
French author, who kindly called upon M. Dabbfdi de Babraxt for the- 
purpose of obtaining an expression of opinion from him). 

The Tenownedi savant is living in the midst of the Faubourg St. 
Germaine, in the old Rue du Bac, which was so dear to JVIadame de Stael; 
but he spends some part of the year in the Pyrenees, where he has a very 
fine estate. 

I found M. D'Abbudie de Earrau very busily engaged in finishing his 
correspondence of the day, in the midst of an imposing array of learned 
reviews. I was readily welcomed all the same, especially when I told 
him that I was a somewhat extraordinary ambassador from Ireland, 
and that I was desirous of having some statement of his views, about the 
treatment inflicted by British statesmen upon their political adversaries 
in Ireland. 

" Well,** said the eminent academician, ** I am pretty well au courant 
about events in Ireland. I know a bit of British rule there. My earliest 
recollections ' * 

** "What ! " I interrupted, "you have early recollections of Ireland ? 
And how is that ? '' 

** Certainly, my dear sir. I was bom there, and I remember a pecu- 
liarity of the time, which was proclaiming aloud one of the greatest sins- 
of English rule. You know that they had practically killed National 
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indnstries in Ireland. Trades were striying to revive after the ruinous 
shock of the Union, and good citizens were doing their best to encourage 
this revival. So it was d la mode^ when going to ' a funeral, to wear 
scarfs of fine linen^ mannfaotured tt home, \>j one of the too rare National 
industries left in the country.** 

*• Indeed," I said. " I was quite ignorant of the peculiarity. Now, of 
course, things area good deal improving, but not so well as they should, 
were Ireland after a last victory able to cease that mere struggle for life, 
and nse in her own way her genius and working powers. But the British 
statesmen now at the helm do not like the prospect, and so they treat 
their political adversaries in the * sister island,' to the iron hand of 
removable police magistrates, and the shame of a convict's cell. 

** Yes, I know," said the distinguished traveller, c^eat une indi^nitS, 
(^esf une inddgniU, It is an infamy — it is an infamy." 

" Of course, it is," I said; ** but England in politics does not often sin 
on the side of generosity" 

"Never," said M. D'Abbudi. " Englishmen have great qualities. I 

give them credit for that ; but in politics " (and he remained silent 

and thoughtful, as if recollecting some well-known instances of England's 
selfishness). 

"Well," I then resumed, ** their politics are, to say the least, bad 
politics in Ireland. The coercionist mania is not only a disgrace to 
civilization, but a dangerous practice, which can and must leave living 
resentment behind it. But let us drop this side of the matter. Let us 
consider it as a question of general politics, or a question of general 
humanity. Is it becoming a civilized nation like England to treat her 
political prisoners as a lot of robbers and infamous persons ? A few words 
from a distinterested smant like you would, no doubt, have an excellent 
effect. "Would you authorize me to transmit them to Ireland ?' 

" Most certainly," he said. ** You can say, that I do not know of any 
nation in civilized Europe treating her political prisoners with the harsh- 
ness and ignominy to which honourable Irishmen are subjected in Irish 
prisons. In Prance such things, except in days of Revolution, would be 
impossible. I am ready to sign a public protest if you like it." 

" It is done so, sir, or ^most so. I will transmit to Ireland your 
g^ierous words of sympathy for the political prisoners, and of protest 
against the indignities inflicted upon them." 

And, with warm thanks, I left the famous writer to his books and his 
works. 



ENGLISH OPINION. 



English Opinion upon the subject of the treatment of political prisoners 
was so thoroughly ventilated by the '' National Protest "that little more 
remains to be said. The following Letters, however, will be read with 
interest : — 



His Grace the most Rev. Dr. Bagshawe. 
The Earl of Cavan. 
Jacob Blight, M.P. 
Professor Bryce, M.P. 
Samuel Storey, M.P, 

(70) 
Sis Grace the Mod Rev. Dr. BRADSHAWU, Bishop of Nottingham. 

St. Barnabas' s Cathedral, Nottingham. 

Sir — ^You asked my opinion on the subject of the treatment of politi- 
cal prisoners. I think it is in principle unjust and cruel to treat political 
prisoners like common criminals, and that it also leads to the. subversion 
of liberty. It is true that political offences may sometimes be very great 
crimes, deserving of heavy punishment; but it is also true that they 
may often be no crimes at all, but rather acts of heroic fidelity and 
patriotism. 

It is still more often the case that such acts, even if unjustifiable 
themselves, are yet justifiable in the consciences of those who do them 
on some mistaken principles. It would be cruel and unjust, then, to ex- 
pose what are so often results, in truth, of self-devotion and patriotism, 
to the degrading punishments due to acts of despicable, selfish crime. If 
we add the consideration that those who have to judge of, and to punish 
political offences, are always of the opposite political party, it is unfair 
and improper that they should in any event be allowed to inflict heavy 
and degrading punishments, when they are thus judging in their own 
cause. Their sentences will certainly be regarded rather as acts of panic, 
fear, or of cruel revenge, than as the dictates of justice. Thus the horri- 
ble butcheries perpetrated by both parties in the Wars of the Roses, when 
they respectively got the upper hand, were acts of savage injustice, dis- 
graceful for ever to the name of England. 

Their results also in bringing about the Tudor despotism, show how 
dangerous it is to public liberty when political offences are punished 
like common crimes. AU who attempt to resist oppression are at once 
called criminals, and immediately destroyed or imprisoned, and the 
people are silenced by a reign of terror. 
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I condemn, therefore, the treatment of their political prisoners by 
the Government in Ireland on general principles. Judging of it in the 
actual facts and circumstances , Ithink it atrociously wicked. It is obviously 
intended to crush by savage, despotic sentences, executed with bar- 
barous cruelty, the brave and noble defenders o£ the just rights and 
liberties, and of the hearths and homes of their fellow-countrymen. I 
have no doubt about the gross injustice and barbarity of the existing 
laws, which enable landlords to extort unjust rackrents, and to con- 
fiscate the property of their tenants in so many cases. I have there* 
fore no hesitation in branding the execution of those laws as a 
monstrous crime. In order to enforce iheBe piratical laws the gover n 
ment has burdened Ireland with an army of occupation and enormous 
taxes. They have robbed her (in their wish and intention, for ever) 
of every single safeguard of liberty enjoyed in England ; they have 
terrorised her children by severe legal punishments for almost any 
word or act in defence of freedom ; and they have trampled on, insulted, 
and outraged her, by letting loose brutal hordes of constables with 
bayonets and batons, to shoot and bludgeon her people, which they do 
without fear of punishment — nay, with all the better hope of promo- 
tion. ITiey try^ hut try in vain, to hide their misdeeds hy every species of 
meanness^ trickery^ and falsehood. 

If I did not see, as it were, on the wall the hand-writing of their 
speedy doom, I should tremble for the liberties of England. There 
is here the same despotic use of the magistracy and of the police to 
oppress the poor ; and, if only the Tory party dared, the feudal despot- 
ism which here, as well as in Ireland, weighs heavily upon our tenants 
and workers, would be greatly aggravated and immovably established. 
—I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

1^ Edwabd, Bishop of Nottingham. 

E. DwYER Gray, Esq. 

(71) 

THE EARL OF CA VAN, M.P. 

House of Commons, London* 

My deas Sir — I understand from your letter that you desire an 
expression of opinion from myself on the subject of the treatment of 
poHtical prisoners in Ireland. There is, I think, some difficulty existing 
in the minds of many persons as to what constitutes a political prisoner 
in Ireland. A simple answer, I think, may be given to this question. A 
political prisoner is one who is detained in prison under an Act of Parlia- 
ment whichjis distinctly disapproved of and constantly protested against by 
the whole of that political party which for the time being is out of office. 
Such a person would, I presume (no further ofPcnce being charged against 
birn), be immediately ^charged were an appeal made to the country 
which resulted in the return to power of the Liberal party. How should 
such a person be treated ? Surely, by every law of justice and common 
sense, he should only be subjected to as much punishment as the com- 
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munity at large would award him could it speak its mind. This law, in 
a general way, is practically recognized in the treatment of all criminals. 
The murderer who is condemned to death has his life spared whenever it 
is realized by the Home Secretary that the public generallv are to a con- 
siderable extent, satisfied that the murderer had in his favour certain 
justifications or excuses, which the jury at the time of his trial 6ould not 
or did not take cognizance of ; and public opinion in England, in every 
case when it can be definitely obtained, is allowed to affect the sentences 
passed on other criminals, who have committed ^minor offences. "WLat 
consideration, then, shotdd be shown to prisoners whose acts and words 
are held to be unworthy of any punishment whatever ^ by the whole com- 
munity, if performf^ or spoken in any part of England, Scotland, "Wales, 
or the Colonies, and at least by half the population of these countries if 
performed or spoken in Ireland ? — Yoursobediently, 

Cavait. 



(72) 

MR. JACOB BEIOHT, M.P. 

Broome Hall, Holmwood, Surrey. 

Beh Snt — No one can feel niore strongly than I do with respect to the 
prison treatment practised on the Irish people and their representatives 
by the present Tory Government. I hold that the degradation and tor- 
ture of men accused only of political offences, being no longer found in 
civilized countries, cannot be defended in England without arousing feel- 
ings of shame. The free expression of opinion on all public questions is 
the great safeguard of the people — the means by which in the past we 
have secured, and shall in the future confirm, the gradual and safe en- 
largement of our liberties. But in almost every case where Irish repre- 
sentatives have been imprisoned under the present Coercion Act, the 
ground of imprisonment, sometimes with hard labour, and always with 
shameful indignities, has been — Ist, for making public speeches; 2nd, for 
listening to them ; 8rd, for reporting them. A speech which I can make 
to my own constituents would subject an Irish ^.P. to imprisonment 
with criminal treatment. This is an example of the legal equality of the 
people of the three kingdoms promised at the last elections by those who 
now hold power. There could be no clearer evidence, that the Tory party 
is engaged in a senseless and foolish course of conduct, than is to be found 
in the fact that Irishmen, treated as criminals in Irish jails, are imme- 
diately before and immediately after their incarceration received as hon- 
oured guests in the most honourable Scotch and English homes. 

Mr. Balfour appears to believe in the old policy of governing Ireland. 
He is the last Chief Secretary who will be permitted to direct the old 
policy. — Sincerely yours, 

Jacob Bniefir. 
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(73) 

The folhwing important Utter from Professor J. BRYCE, addreai&d U 
Br, 8IQER80N^ is published here hy special permiseion, 

tiondon, July 29th, 1889. 

My dear Sib — ^I have read the details yon give regarding^ the recend 
treatment of political pmoners in Ireland, as compared with that foUowet 
in other countries^ not only with interest, but with regret and shame^ for 
I had not known how much the recent practice of the Government in 
Ireland falls below that of other countries, and even below that of Eng- 
lish authorities sixty years ago. 

It is not easy to find a satisfactory definition of a political offence ; 
yet we all feel the difference between an ordinary criminal and those 
whose treatment you describe. Perhaps we may say that whenever the 
moral judgment of the community at large does not regard an offence as 
sordid and degrading, and does not feel the offence to be one, which 
destroys its respect for the personal character of the prisoner, it may then 
be held that prison treatment ought to be different from that awarded to 
ordinary criminals. One reason for this view is, that ordinary prison 
discipline is incomparably more severe and painful to the persons sen- 
tenced for offences of this nature than it is to the ordinary thief or forger* 
A sentence nominally the same is really much harsher. 

There is, however, another ground, and a stronger one, for condemn- 
ing the methods followed of late years in Ireland. They are not only 
-cruel — they are foolish and impolitic. They attempt to fly in the face 
of the general sentiment of mankind, which recognizes the wide difference 
between crimes which are always crimes, and acts which, even if it is 
necessary to punish them, may be the result of mistaken views of right, 
;and may hereafter be regarded very differently from the view in which 
we judge them now. The time never comes when the people venerated 
the memory of a thief or a forger as we venerate the memories of Sir 
Thomas Moore or Algernon Sydney — political offenders on whom the 
last penalty of the law was inflicted with a more general concurrence of 
opinion, than exists now as regards the Irish rebels of 1798, or the im- 
prisoned Irish leaders of to-day. 

Experience has amply shown that to treat the political prisoner like 
the common criminal, does not deprive him of the sympathies of those 
who agree with him politically, but may rather endear him further to 
them, and, at any rate, embitter their feelings, and stimulate them to un- 
lawful reprisals. 

There is, I think, something mean in this attempt to humiliate men 
loy treating them as already brutal, something unworthy of a great 
nation, something that lends colour to the belief which, till lately, was 
so general in Ireland, that hereditary arrogance and hatred have had 
much to do with the administration of English rule in Ireland, and are 
still more powerful factors than that vaunted regard for the interests 
of the whole United Kingdom, which is so often on the lips of her 
present rulers. 

It is some little comfort to learn that this relapse into barbarism, of 



140 

wLich the Irish Government has been gnilfcy — this vain attempt to de- 
grade a cause by trying to degrade its leaders — did not proceed from 
ike British Parliament, bat from purblind Irish officials of the ruling 
caste. It is still more consolatory to feel assured that such conduct 
has contributed to disgust the English and Scotch people with the way 
in which Ireland has been governed. 

You have rendered a great service by dealing so thoroughly with 
ibis* subject, and hnvci I hope, given a final and fatal blow to a system 
for which England may well blush. — Very faithfully yours, 

J. Brtcb. 



(74). 



SAMUEL STOREY, Esq,, M.F,, Sunderland, 

DsAB Sib — ^As one of those who aided in opposing and finallv defeating 
Mr. Forster's policy of imprisonment of political opponents in Ireland, 
I have naturally watched with deep interest the development of that 
policy in other hands. Often in those days I heard Conservatives, and 
some Liberals, declare that the Irish would never be put down until their 
leaders suffered, not merely imprisonment, but degradation. This policy 
thus shadowed forth has been given efPect to by the present government 
I regard it with distaste and shame. It is surely too late in the day for 
free England to subject men, for speeches, to association with reviled 
criminals, and that personal degradation which ought to be reserved for 
crime. The spirit which dictates such punishment is the same in essence, 
which has governed the worst conduct of tyrannical governments on the 
Continent, and which we English have ever condenmed. I trust the day 
is not far distant when political prisoners in Ireland will be treated as 
first-class misdemeanants, as they are in England. Still more strongly da 
I hope that, with the advent of a policy of wise conciliation, political 
prisoners may become as rare there as they happily are here. — I am, very 
sincerely yours, 

Sakubl Stobet. 



(75) 

Tiffi OPINION OF 
AN IRISH-AUSTRALIAN STATESMAN. 

SIE CEARLE8 QA VAN DUFFY, ex-inmaU ofEichmand BrtdeweU, 
ex-Prime Minister of Her Majesty* s Colony of Victoria, ex-Speaker of the 
Victorian Mouse of Commons^ etc., ete. 

(This letter is published by special permission.) 

My s£Ab Db. Sigebsoit — I cannot give you any information about the 
treatment of State prisoners in Victoria, because during tbe quarter of a 
century I was connected with that colony there were no State prisoners. 
At the opening of the period Home Rule, in the most perfect form, was 
established in Victoria. The people elect their own Parliament, the 
Government is chosen from the Parliament, and only exists so long as it 
retains its confidence. The Government so chosen appoints to every office, 
from that of Chief Justice down to the porter on a railway ; they collect 
and expend the Revenue, of which a shilling does not go to the Imperial 
Treasury, except by free gift ; and the Cabinet in Downing Street cannot 
appoint or remove a policeman in the Colony. There are naturally no 
ofPences against the State in such a country, and if the same system be 
applied to Ireland, you will have no more trouble about the classification 
of political prisoners. Before the Australians got a free Constitution there 
were frequent riots, and even armed insurrection, and of course a liberal 
crop of prisoners ; but the question how political convicts ought to be 
treated never arose, as Melbourne juries would not convict men, resisting 
what was considered illegal exactions and arbitrary arrests under old 
** Mother Country '* regime. 

As respects the general question, there are some obvious rules which 
can only be overlooked by wilful blindness. Political prisoners are com- 
monly of a class to whom, from their training and antecedents, a plank- 
bed means torture, coarse food, the pangs of indigestion, and menial service, 
degradation ; and when these inflictions, which habit makes indifEerent to 
the rough and the burglar, are imposed upon political prisoners, a mani- 
fest injustice is done. Civilized mankind have agreed to treat prisoners, 
whose offence is not against the moral but the municipal law, as a separate and 
special class. I know no exception to this humane practice except Russia 
— if Russia, which is half-barbarbous, can be regarded as a case in point 
when we are speaking of civilized nations. We are going backwards, it 
seems. Lord Eldon, when he was at the head of the law of England, treated 
Cobbett and Leigh Hunt better than Irish journalists are treated to-day. 
I do not cite the case of O'Connell and the State prisoners of 1844, because 
the Dublin Corporation, which had control of the Richmond Penitentiary, 
permitted us liberties which no one claims for political prisoners at pre- 
sent. It is not asked that they should have virtual levees, or give daily 
entertainment to their friends, but that they shall not have a sentence of 
detention turned into physical and moral torture. — ^Believe me, very faith- 
fully yours, 

0. Qavan Ditfft. 

Shelboume Hotel, July 20th. 



FEELING IN IRELAND. 

A GREAT MUNICIPAL PROTEST. 

THE CLASSIFICATION OF PRISONERS. 



SnrCE the Report of the Aberdare Commission it has become more acd 
more apparent that the Irish people will not accept any concession in 
connection with the treatment of political prisoners not based upon the 
principle of classification. The action taken by the Corporations of 
Ireland removes any doubt previously existing in this regard. 

(76) 

I%e DulUn Corporation. 

On 28th June, 1889, the Report of the Aberdare Committee was 
published in the Fre&marCs Journal. Upon the same day a special 
meeting of the Corporation of Dublin was held in obedience to a re- 
quisition to the Lord Mayor (Mr. Sexton), that the Council should con- 
sider the question of the treatment of political prisoners in Ireland. 
Referring to the " International Protest," which was then appearing 
in the columns of the Freeman^ b Journal^ Mr. Dawson said : *' There was 
scarcely a rank of any importance in political, religious, or social life in 
which he (Mr. Gray) did not find some distinguished men to pro- 
nounce condemnation upon the policy of Mr. Balfour in this matter. 
Finally, after an able statement by Mr. Dawson, and speeches from 
the High Sheriff (Aldwman Meade, J.P), Mr. Miley, Mr. Mayne, 
M.P., and T. D. Sullivan, M.P., the following resolutions, proposed by 
Mr. Dawson and seconded by the High Sheriff, were passed unani- 
mously : — 

"1. That this Council strongly protests against the treatment of 
political offenders as common criminals, as a policy at variance 
with all principles of justice, and contrary to the practice of 
foreign countries, to international law, and to precedent at 
home.'* 

*• 2. That in the opinion of this Council prisoners confined under the 
Irish Crimes Act should be treated as first-class misdemeanants. 

** 8. That the rights of such persons should be clearly determined, 
and not left to the discretion of the officers of any prison, and 
that the vesting in such officers of discretionary powers (as in the 
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vepeni modificafcioaDB in prison discipline) is likely to lend to con* 
fusion and dissatisfaction.'' 

^* 4. TbattheBeportof Lord Aberdare's Committee supplies, on the 
one hand, a .oMdeionation of the proposals of the Chief Sec- 
retary, and furnishes on the other proof that his instructions 
have rendered the inquiry nugatory, as the Committee can only 
recommend modifications based upon sanitary considerations — a 
system which the Committee itself expressly condemns as 
defective." 

** 5. That any investigaticni into the treatment of prisoners, which 
Ignores the fundamental distinction between men convicted of 
political offences and ordinary criminals, is defective in its 
essence, and must be futile in its results. That by limiting the 
scope of the present inquiry to two questions of discipline the 
Government prevented a full and proper consideration of the 
matters at issue, a course which was bound to lead to an incom- 
plete and unsatisfactory conclusion." 

(77.) 

• 

2^ Cork Corporation. 

A few days later, at a special meeting held for the purpose, the Cor- 
poration of Cork, on the motion of Alderman Hooper, adopted, in glohoy. 
he series of resolutions passed by the Dublin Corporation. The proceed- 
ings were unanimom, 

(78.) 

The Waterford Corporation. 
The "Waterford Corporation followed the same course. Unanimom. 

(79.) 

ITie SUgo Corporation. 

The Sligo Corporation passed a resolution as appended ; one dissentient v 

** Besolved — That we, the members of the Sligo Municipal Council,. 
hereby express our emphatic condemnation of the treatment to which 
political prisoners have been, and are, subjected in Ireland by the present 
Administration ; we protest against the persistent endeavour of the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland to crush his political opponents by prison torture,. 
and to degrade by association with criminals the most loved and respected 
of our coimtrymen ; we call for an immediate and radical change m the 
treatment of men undergoing imprisonment for Coercion-made crimes; 
we cannot consider satisfactory any change, which does not provide for 
the proper classification of prisoners and secure political misdemeanants- 
from contact with criminals." 
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Ooundilor Sedley was thjB only member wkto opposed fhe resoluiion^ 
M'hich was adopted. 

(80.) 

Th9 Drogheda Corporation, 

Tlie Droglieda Corporation (the Mayor presiding), pasited the resolu- 
tions of the Dublin Corporation unanimoush/, 

(81.) 
The Idmmch Corporation. 
The resolutions of &e Dublin Corporation were passed unmimowly. 

(82.) 
7^ Chnmel Corporation. 

At a meeting of the Town Council, the Dublin resolutions were 
adopted unanimously. 

(83.) 

The Kilkenny Corporation. 

At a meeting of the EHkenny Goiporalion the folio wing, resolution was 

passed unanimously : — 

'^ That we consider the scandalous and barbarous treatment of political 
prisoners under the Coercion Act of Mr. Balfour a great national grievance, 
as well as degradation, and that the inhuman conduct practised upon some 
of the truest and best sons of the Irish nation under the Coercion Act 
calls for our special condemnation, the more so since Thomas Larkin, one 
of the prisoners under the Act, wa'fe done to death in Kilkenny jaiL" 

The resolutions passed by the Corporations of Ireland fitly bring this 
pamphlet to a conclusion, 

Finis. 
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